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following

REPORT
On the report of the special committee of the House of Representatives author-

ized to inquire into the official conduct of George W. English

Thie Committee on the Judiciary, having: had under consideration
the report of the special committee of the house of Representatives
authorized to inquire into the official conduct of George W. English,
United States district judge for the: eastern district of Illinois, made
to thel House of Representatives on the 19th day of December, A. D.
1925 (1(He. Doe. 145, 69th Cong., 1st sess.), and having examined and
considered the evidence gathered by the special committee, and
having considered the briefs and arguments of counsel, make the
following statement of facts and law and submit their recommenda-
tions:

FACTS

APPOINTMENT OF JUDGE ENGLISH

George W. English stated to the special committee and admitted
the fact of his appointment and confirmation in the following lan-
guage: "My name went to the Senate, or I was nominatedl to the
Senate, on the 23d of April, 1918, and was confirmed on the 3d of
May, taking the oath of office on the 9th of May, 1918." (P. 566,
Vlol. I, hearing on H. J. Res. 347.)

DISBARMENT OF WEBB

George W. English, in his official capacity and acting as judge at
East St. Louis, State of Illinois, unlawfully suspended and disbarred
one 'Thomas M. Webb, of East St. Louis, a member of the bar of
the, United States District Court for the said Eastern District of
Illinois, of his own motion, without any charges having been preferred
and without notice to saiddWebb and without any opportunity to be
heard in his own defense and without due process ol law.

DISBARMENT OF KAROH
George W. English, at East St. Louis, Ill., while acting as judge of

the eastern district of Illinois, unlawfully disbarred one Charles Al
Kariel, a member of the bar of the United States District Court for
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the Eastenl D)istrict of Illinois, of his own lotion, without any
charges haVing been made against s.naid Karch, without any hearing,
an(l with(oit p)'ermlitting Sai(l Kai(hl to 1)b heard in his own defense
afln( Wit lioit. ( lue process of law.

TIIJLEATS ANI) CENSURE OF STATE OFFICIALS

G~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~leorge WV. English, at East St. Louis,, while acting as judge in
the eastern districtt of Illinois imnproperly and unlawfuly eused
thl )roeess of the court to summon State sheriffs and State attorney
in t ic said eastern district of Illinois, and the mayor of the city
of Waelle, in said district, to appear before hinm in the Federal
couit. room in East St. Lojuis, on the 8th (lay of August, 1922, as
witness.;:es (accordinig- to the process to testify against one Gourley
and one(} iagge'(tt) Wvhen there was no sulch cause pending, and did
aftbusivl, mt prolprly,aRno with the use of propane language in open
Cotort And in public before the bar (ensure andetiolnonce these offi-
cials Without ;assig*lning any specific cause for .so doing, or without
any specific (eause or offense, an(I refusing these State officials op-
lorltulity to he! heardl in. explanation andl answer, and without
authority of law and having no authority whatsoever so to do,
threatenld the officials in various and divers ways.

TIIREATENING' JURY IN COURT

At EastSt.S Louis, while acting as judge in the eastern distant
of Illin(is ilntrial of a case (U. S. v. fall)f, George W. English used
coertciVe and threatening language in the presence of and to the
jury in open court and sail that if he told them that a man was
glilty and they did not find him guilty, that he would send them to
Jail.

UNLAWFUL, ANI) OPPRESSIVE TREATMENT OF KARCH

George W. English while at East St. Louis, in the district court
over which I:le was presi(ling, refused to try a case then pending
i. t ^ t: .and on thelist for trial because Charles A. Karch was acting as

counsel (the said Charles A. Karch having been restored to mem-
bership of th1e bar in said district) and announced that he would not
try an- case where Charles A. Karch appeared as counsel and attor-
ney, and this, notwithstanding that the disbarmnent had been rm
moved.

TYRANNOUS ATTACK ON >LIBERTY OF TUE PRESS

George W\. English, district judge for the eastern district of Illinois
summoned members of the staff of the East St. Louis Daily Journal
and reporters, and in his court, in a: trannical exercise of his judicial
power, threatened them WIt imprisonment if they published any of
the facts relating to the disbarment of Charles A. Karch, and likewise
did improperly summon before him, while sitting as judge in the said
district, Jboseph Maguire, of the Carbondale Free Press, a newspaper
published in the eastern district of Illinois, and violently, unlawfully,
and tyrannically using his power as judge, threatened him with im-
prisonment for printing in his paper an editorial from the Post-
Dispatch, and some proper and lawful handbills that had no reference
whatever to said court.
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PROFANITY AND OTHER MISBEHAVIOR

George W. English, on the 9th day of May, 1918, and on other days
and times, between said date and, the present in said district court of
the eastern district of Illinois, has habitually used; profanity, vui-
garity, and committed gross improprieties In public and in open
court and in chambers and at side bar. The profanity and indecent
language is not stated here, but will be found in the report of the sub-
committee. (This report will appear in the Congressional Record
and 1)e widely disseminated; hence the omission of the profane and
vulgrar words.)

APPOINTMENT OF THOMAS SOLE REFEREE IN BANKRUPTCY

(Geoorge W. English was guilty of partiality and judicial misbehavior
in t -hathe improperly appoint d as sole refereeing bankruptcy forth
eastern district of fllnois one Charles B. Thomas.

George W. English had full knowledge at the time of said appoint
Meant of, the great commercial importance of the eastern dis8tict- of
Illinois, consisting of 45 counties, nearly 300 miles long,; and that
there was a large volume of business inmbankru tcy in said district,
and that a referee would be obliged to devote all his time and atten-
tion to the bankruptcy cases in tle district.
In consequence of the appointment of said Charles B. Thomas as

sole referee in bankruptcy and the favors in connection therewith
extended him by said George W. English, he the said Thomas
acquireda verlarge and lucrative practice. Notwithstanding these
facts George W. English, judge as aforesaid, greatly enlarged the
powers and jurisdiction of said referee.

CHANGE IN RULES OF COURT

In order to enable said Charles B.; Thomas to conduct the business
of referee unhampered and with the utmost license the following
rule of court was repealed:
No receiver in bankruptcy proceedings, whether voluntary or involuntary,

hall hereafter be appointed except on application to the judge of the court, who
will make or refuse the appointment or refer such application to the'referee in
bankruptcy for his consideration and action: Provided, That if the judge is absent
from the district, sick, and unable to sit, or disqualified by reason of interest the
referee may make such appointment in the first instance. And in every case
where the referee deems it necessary for the protection of the estate, he may on
his own motion appoint such receiver.
And the following rule substituted therefor:
It is hereby further ordered that the following rule be; and the same is hereby,

made and adopted as a rule of this court in bankruptcy, to be effective in all
cases from and after this date, namely:
All matters of application for the appointment of a receiver, or the marshal, to

take charge of the property of the bankrupt or alleged bankrupt, made after the
filing of the petition, and prior to itH being dismissed or to the trustee beingqllualified, shall be and are hereby referred to the referee in bankruptcy for his
consideration and action; and the clerk will enter such order of reference as of
course in each case; and the referees of this court heretofore or hereafter appointed
are hereby authorized and empowered to appoint receivers, or the marshal, upon
Application of parties in interest, in case the referee shall find same is absolutely
necessary for the preservation of the estate, to take charge of the property of the
bankrupt; and to exercise all jurisdiction over and in respect to the actions and
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proceedings of the receiver or marshal which the court by law may exerciW
After adjudication, where the referee deems it necessary for the protection of the
estate he may make such appointment on his own motion.
Ana it is hereby further ordered that all special rules and general orders here-

tofore entered or adopted be, and they are hereby, set aside and annulled in i6
far as they in any way conflict with the provisions of the above rule and general
order.

Dated this 7th day of June, A. D. 1919.
GEoRoE W. ENMTIjsH, Judge.

And also issued the following additional order:
For the purpose of transacting the business of thle court of bankruptcy, it ij

ordered that the referee [meaning- then0 and there said (Charles B. Thomas]-be,
and he is hereby, authorized &anddirected to procure andmaintain suitable office.
for the transactions of said business, andl to suitably furnish and equip same for
said purpose; that the referee be, and he is hereby, further te and direei
to employ such clerks, stenographers, and court reporters or any other assistance
which he finds and delem necessary for the proper management of said coAt
and- offces and the administration of bankrupt estates; to iistall telephones; to
procure and keep'on hand needed stationery, and generally to provide -ll suck
otheranld further office equipment proper to transact business of the referee;,aidn
it is:furtherordered that-|inri the event that the charges for :referee's expenses
authorized by an and all of the rules of this court to be charged against the estate*
administered before the r:eferee-do niot amount to a total to pay the expez~s
which:the refer has incurred or for which he may have paid or obligated himdet
to pay, the referee b, and he is hereby,j authorized and directed to make a charge
against the bankrupt estates administered"before him, in as equitable pro rats
share as the ;nature land circumstances willIermit, sufficient in amount to:me
the :deficit existing by reason of the referee's receipts from expenses or chag
authorized by this and other rules being less than the total expenses incurred
by the referee.

George-W. English, as judge aforesaid, emad the appointme
and changed the rules of court with the intent and purpose of favoring
and preferring said Thomsand to giVe said Thomas an opportunity
completely to control all bankruty proceedings and appointment
therein and to appoint his friends andmembers of his fami ly and of the
family of said Judge English: to receiverships and to use said office
as said referee for the:imnproper, personal, and financial benefits of
said George W. English and said Thomas and the friends and family.
of each.

'BANKRUPTCY RING"

George W. English corruptlynd improperly connived with GCharlt;
B. Thoma, referee in bankruptcy, to, set :up and establish in Eat,0
St. Louislin the eastern district of Illinois, a so-called bankruptcyc
ring"; that is to say, the placing in theta hands of a group of pOer
sons, to the exclusion of others, the administration of bankruptcy
proceedings, the appointment of receivers, the deposit of baOk-
rupt futnd(ls, the sale and disposition of bankrupt assets, and other-
wise by methods and means fully set forth in the articles of im-

peachment.
CORRUPT USE OF BANKRUPTCY FUNDS

George W. English, in order to receive unlawful and imprope
gains and profits for himself his family, and his friends, corruptly aq%
improperly handled and regulated the funds arising from bankruptcy
and other cases in his court, and transferred these from one place and,
from one bank to another in his interest with the desire to promote
the interest of his family or of the said (5harles B. Thomas. By iiii"
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properly hlandling the funds he obtained credits for himself and the
ap)ointmenlt of:his son, Farris English, to places in banks at a luera-
tive salary, with the said Farris English receiving in one instancn 3
per cent on the (loposit of bankruptcy funds. When Farris English
*oulld leave one bank and go to another, increased deposits of bank-
rflptcy funds followed him.

FAVORITISM AND PARTIALITY AND UNLAWFUL APPOINTMENT OF
RECEIVERS

George W. English, oil the 6th day of August 1920 (in the case
of East St. Louis &,Suburban Co. et aliv. Alton,I ranite& St. Louis
Traction Co.), refused to appoint the temporary receiver suggested
by counsel for the parties interested unless CharlesB. Thomas, his
referee in bankruptcy, was appointed attorney for the receivers.

Onl August 11, 1920, he ordered t4at -said Charles B. Thomas
receive $200- per month' from; ;:the receivers, and subsequently, on
January 20, 1921, at which time the -temporaryf receivers.were made
permanent, ordered that there be paid to CharilsB. Thiom ascoinsel
for the receivers, the sum of $350 per month and the further sum: of
$500 per month for, his services in assisting the receivers in the man-
agment of receivership, properties, Making a total of $850 per month,
which salary he ordered to be Wretroactiveand payble from October
1,:1920. The services of Charles B. Thomasias attorney for: the
receivers and in assisting in the management of said:receivership prop-
erties were ifot required and were not necessary and imposed an
unlawfulbaurden1:bfupon the 'receivership properties. Said appoint-
ment and ordersifor the payment of compensation were acts: of
partiality and favoritism to the said Charles B. Thomas. From
October: 1, 1920, to January 1, 1925, under said orders, Ches
B. Thomas received the sum of $43,350; that said compensation was
grossly: excessive and was not earned.

Oil the 10th day of July, 1924,, at said Est St. Louis, in the case
of Hlandelsman v. Chicago Fuel Co., pending before hims as judge,
said judge improperly and uwlawfully appointed Charles B. Thomas
as one of the receiV'ers in said case and fixed the salary of said Thomas
as receiver atS$1,000 per month, and ill addition: appointed Herman
P. Frizzell, United States commission r said eastern district of
Illinois and chief clerk in the office of said Charles B. Thomas, to
be attorney for said receiver and fixed the salary of said Herman P.
Frizzell at $200 per month.: This was done unlawfilly and corruptly
to prefer and favor the said Charles B. Thomas and the said Herman
P..rizzell as part of the alleged "bankruptcy ring."

AL1A)0WED REFEREE TO PRACTICE IN BANKRUPTCY OASES UNLAWFULLY-
1ARTIAI4ITY ANI) FAVORITISM TO THOMAS, REFEREE, AND ONE
FIIIZZELL,

That ill the matter of Gideon N. Heuffman et al-v. Hawkins
Mortgage Co., in bankruptcy, a case heard by Judge English, the
said Charles B. Thomas was on the l15th day of August, 1924, allowed
to appear and conduct said case as attorney and counselor at law in
behalf of Morton N. Hawkins, regardless of and in violation of the
Statutes of the United States, which proN ide that "no referee in

5



CONDUCT OF JUDGE GEORGE W. ENGLISH

bankrulptCy shall he allowed to practice as an attorney and couns-lor
at law in any bankruptcy proceedings."
And again, ol the 27th (ay of Augmst, 1924, the said Judge En.

lish allowed and permitted the referee in: bankruptcy, Charles- B.
Thomas, to appear as attorney and counsselor before him in behalf
of said Mortoin Hawkins; that :this was done in violation of the said
statutes and in order to permit said charles B. Thomas to receive
the sum of $2,500 for his alleged services.

THE SKYE CASE

One F. J. Skye was convicted before said George W. English
for the crime of selling intoxicating liquors, upon whom Judge
English imposed a;sentence of imprisonment in jail for a period oI
four :months and a fineof $50(. At the time of the trial said F,. J#
Skye was represented by one Charles A. Karch (being the same Karch
hereinbefore referred to as a disbarred attorney). After convictions
an appeal was taken by said Charle's A. Karch to the United States
circuit court of appeals, and after the appeal was taken said Skii
discharged Charles A. Karch as attorney and retained Charles B.
Thomas, to whom' he, paid the sum of $2,500 as counsel fee inrorde4
to get from Judge English a vacation and discharge of jail senteknle,6
that on July-25, 1922, Thomas abandoned the appeal fand filed a mo-
tion ffor a stayy Of sentence -of imprisonment. Judge English ordered
a stay of sentence until December 31, 1922; on the 7th day- of June
1923, said Judge George W. English, upon a suggestion from the
clerk and after the district attorney of the United ates declared he
knew nothing of the case (he having been recently appointed), and
without -the presence in court' of, the said Charles B. Thomas
relieved said F. J. Skye from the sentence (f imprisonment, an3
$2,500 was :paid to said Charles B. Thomas.

FURTHER IMPROPER FAVORITISM TO THOMAS (SOUrTERN GEM COAL
CO. CASE, HAMILTION V. EGYPTIAN COAL MINING CO., WALLAOX
1. SHEDD COAL CO.)
0~ ~~ ~~~~~~n as ju e
.d,fi

George W. English, while acting fas udge as aforesaid, in the
case of Hamilton v. Egyptian Coal Mining Co., arbitrarily, and
without cause removed from office the duly appointed receiver in
sai(l case without notice to the parties interested and with intent
to show favoritism :to Charles B. Thomas, appointed said Charles B.
Thomas as receiver.:

George IV. English, while acting as judge as aforesaid, in the
case of Wallace v. Shedd Coal CO., arbitrarily and without cause
removed the receiver one F. D. Barnard and appointed sai(1 Charles
B. Thomas in his place.

George IV. English, While acting as said judge at, ll hearing held by
him at East St. Lollis, in the case of Ritchey et nl. v. Southern Gem
Coal (,'o., appointed Charles B. Thomas, one of the receivers in that
case, and then ordered that said Thomas should receive as his salar
the excessive and exorbitant sum of $1,000 per month; this appoint-
ment was made with intent to prefer unlawfully the said Charlss B.
Thomnas.
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FINANCIAL OBLIGATION OF JUDGE ENOLIS11 TO THOMAS

6eorgeV0W. English, being i judge in the district court: of the
11I1itm(' states for the easterndistrict of Illinois, on the 24th (lay
of 00tober, 1921, at East St. Louis, WaS Pai(d and received the sum
of $1,435 from said Charles B. Thomas, which sum was applied toward
the purchase of an automobile by said George W. English.
IGNORING CONFESSED NEGLECT OF DUTIES, REAIPOIHNTEYD THOMAS

REFEREE

Gorge W. English on the 27th day of Junie, 1924, while acting as
ju(lge in the said district, reappointed the said Charles B. Thomas
as referee, when it was known and then and there shown to him by
the:-report of the receivers filed :in the case of the Southern Gem
Coal Corporation, that the said Charles B. Thomas, one of the re-
ceivers in the said case, for the first six months of said receivership
had spent his time in Chicago, 290 miles away from his office, look-
ing after the interest of said estate.

UNLAWFUL AND CORRUPT CONDUCT IN HANDLING OF BANKRUPTCY
FUNDS

(George W. Englt ish, said judge of the aforesaid districtt, designated
the First State Bank of doulterville, in the State of Illinois,::and
withinlthe said eastern district of Illinois, to be the sole United:States
depository of bankruptcyfunds* in the :district, which: bank was
situated a great distance from East St. Louis, the office- ad place
of business of Charles B. Thomas, as referee. This was done to favor
one J. E. Carlton, a brother-in-law of said George W. English, a
large stockholder and director of said bank, and' because it was a
bank in which said George W. English was a depositor and director.
George W. English was-requested to: enter into an agreement

with the Drovers National Bank of East St. Louis on October 1,
1922, s follows: to wit, that the said bank would employ one Farris
English, son of George W. English, as cashier at a salary of $1,500
per year, and that said bank was to be made a Government deposi-
tory of bankruptcy funds, and that the funds in said district coming
under the control of the referee and from receiverships in said dis-
trict should thereupon be deposited in said bank; that said Charles
B. Thomas and Farris English would become depositors in said
batik and purchase shares of stock, and that said George W. English
was to purchase 10 shares; said stock was: to be purchased at $80
por share. Charles B. Thomas purchased 50 shares anud Farris
English purchased 10 shares, for which his father paid the, cost, and
George W. English had 10 shares assigned to him on the books of the
bank.
George IV. English thereafter designated the Drovers National

Bank as a depository of Government funds, and said George W.
English, Farris English, and Charlhs B. Thomas became depositors
in staid bank ard then and there made 17 transfers of hankruptey
funds from the Union Trust Co. to the Drovers National Bank to
thse almount of $100,000. All of these improper acts were (lone and per-
formned by said George -W. English as judge, and that his influence
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andt office as judge were used for thelunlawful and improper profits
fnnd gains to hilsetilf and said Charles 13 Thomas, referee, and to
seMIureM tha )pointment of Farris English to a position in the bank.

Onl the 2d day of November, 1921, the said George W. English,
as judge, in thel .said eastern district of Illinois, designatedd tle Union
Ttlrust Co., of East St. Louis,:na Government depository of bfink.
ruptcy funds; afterwards, about the 1st of April, 1924, said George_rVE.English, i.s judges, with the knowledge Uln(l-onsent of C(harles
B. T'lmhoilas,l 1as refe-ree in bainliruptcy, entered into .nagreement
withl thle Union Trust Co. in consideration thlatt said Union Trust
Co(. woul(d employ Farris E4Jnglish (the: son of .Judge 14JIglis) in
the l)ank at a salary of $200 per month, he, the said (George W.
Ei'nglish, would l)ecome, with Charles B. Thomas, (ICpositors m
sai(ld baInk, and that George W. Englis'l and Charles B. Thomas
would caius8 to be, removyedI from thie )rovers National Bank:of
East St. LJOUiS the bankruptcy funds deposited there and deposit
the sanme, in the, saidl Union ¶Irust Co., :and that -thle Union Trust
Co. would pay said Yarris English a salary of $200 per month and
at sum elual-o1 to 3 p(r cent on monthly balances on bankruptcy funds
in adldition to lhis salary and tais ia part of this agreement saia funds
should not b withdrawnaind dposited m another Goverment
deository: while .sid Enrlkh1 :was employed.

:Farlis 1"liglish Was emjloyeld bhy the6 Union Trust Co,. and remained
in itsf eimlo)1V for 14 Months, during which time he received his salary
of $42(i) per month and $2,700 Rs interest on bankruptcy funds, and
the funds in the Drovers Nationual Bank were withdrawn from it
and, deposited in the Union Trust Co.
On the 4th1ay ofI April, 1924, the said George XV. English, acting-

as judge as aforesaid, designated the Merchants State Bank :f
(Centriaia, ll., to be} a Gove nt depository of bankruptcy funds
the saild George IV. English and (Charles 13. Thomas being then an
there dep)ositors and stockholders in:0said:bank. While the said
George, 7.E^'ngllishh wasI a director and said Charles B. Thoma a
(epositfor, and whille b)oth:f were stockholders in the said bank 'of
CentrAtlia, and whilee sid bank was a depository of Government: funds
(leposite(d by said George IW. English, he, George W. English, bor-
rowC(ld fronm the saiii hank, without security- and at a rate of interest
below, the ceustomary rate, the sum of $17,200; and the said Charles
B. Thomlliask 1orrowe"d from said bank, without security -and at
rtl~t( ofI interest below tho customary rate, the sum of $20,000; sad
sumns Were excessive loans and were obtained by reason of the control
of said George W. English and Charles B. Thomas over court funds
in (lesignatingr what disposition: should he made of then and into
what depository they should be placed.

Onl or abIou1t the 4th (lay of April, 1925, in concert with the officers
and directorss of said bank, said (1harles B. Thomas and said Geore
NV. EnAiglisll with said directors of sai(l bank, obtained loans which ln
tie, aggregate (eYxceeded the total capital stock and surplus of said
bank, Without security a d nt a low rate o interest, which facts Wero
conc( edl from the pub1blic and from the 1)ublic authorities.
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THE LAW

coss'NTUTIONAL PROV fSIOMS RELATING TO JUDICIAL IMPEACHMENTS

liThvprovisions of the Constitution of the United States bearing
poln the impeachment of judges are as followed:
The ouse--of Repriesetatives shall -choose tleir Speaker and other officers

*11H(l shall have the solepoNwer of impeachment. (Art. , see. 2.)_
.Juldgmacnt in cases of inipeachment shall :not extend further than to removal

fromn office, and (Iisqualificatioll to hold and enjoy any office of honor trust, or
pr)tit under the United States- but the party convicted shall nevertheless-beliable and subject to indictmefil, :trial, judgment, and punishment according to
lIw. (Art. I, sec. 3.)
,rhe President * * * shall have power to grant reprieves and pardons

for offenses against the United States, except in cases of impeachment. (Art.
II1 sec. 2.)

T1ho President, Vice lPresident, and all civil offlcers;'of the United States shall
he removed:vfrom office on imp achment for and conviction of treason, bribery,
or Other high crimes andfmisdemeanor's. (Art. II, sec. 4.)
The judicial power of the United :States shall be:vested in one Supreme Court

an(l in such inferior courts as the Congress may from time t ime ordain and
establish. The judges, both of the Supreme and inferior courts, shall hold their
offices during good behavior and shall, at stated times, receive for their seryicae
a compensation which shall not be diminished during their continuance in
office. (Art. III, sec. 1.)

Thlie cuseP of Robert W. Archbald, who Was Cohyicted bv the Senate
01l( removed from office in 1912 -(. Doc. 1140, 62d Cong., 2d sess.)
furnishes the latest caseo and precedent so far as any case may be a
precedent upon the subject of impeachment of judges. ealh caseofl
impeachmentmust necessarily stand upon its own factS. It can not,
therefore become a precedeclnt or ho on all fours with every dther case.

In the present case we aIe relieved from the consideration 'of the
debated legal proposition, whether or not: a man may he impeached
nfter the term of his office has expired or he: has resigned. (Other
coses indicate that a judge may be ilmplached if he is still continuing
in tile same office. although under a differentcommission and election
In tlie Archbald case itwas heldIthat he couldmnot be impeached upon
the ground of things done while: he as: a district judge, his' term
hltving ended: in that court. -n the ease of George W.English, how-
ever, all of the acts complained of have been performed yb 'him in
his judicial capacity and in the exercise of his official functions, and
Within his termi of service.
Although frequently debated, and tha negative advocated by some

high authori ties, it is now, we believe, considered that imnpeach-
Ment is not confined alone to acts which awre forbidden by the Con-
stitution or Federal statutes. The better sustained and modern
viewa is that the provision for impeachment in the Constitution
applies not only to high crimes nnisdeameanors as those words
1%uereunderstood at coimmon law but also acts which are not defined
as criminall and made, subject to indictment, but also to those which
affect the public welfare. Thus an official may be impeached for
offenses(of a political character and for gross betrayal of public
interests, Also, for abuses or betrayal o7 trusts, for inexcusable
negligence of duty, for the tyrannical abuse of power, or, as one
.iriter puts it, for a "breach of official duty by malfeasance or mis-
feasanee, including conduct such as drunkenness when habitual, or
in the performance of official duties, gross indecency, profanity,
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obsc(enityv, or- otherl language used in the discharge of an oficialfunction, which t nds to )ring the office into disrepute, or for an
abust 01' reckles's exercise of dliscretionary poueor its well as the
breach Iof an official (luty imposed by statute or conminon law."No judge a behoibnpeaheld for a wrong decision.
A Federal Judge is entitled to hold office under the Constitution

during

good behaviorJ and this provision should, be considered along
with article 4,: section 2, providing that all civil officers of the United
States shall be removed from officeupon impeachment for and con-
viction of treason, bribery, or other lIgh crimes and misdemeanors,
Good behavior is the essential condition on which the tenure to
judicial office rests, and any act committed or omitted by the incum-beint in violation of this condition necessarily works a forfeiture of the
office.
A civil officer may have behaved in public so as to bring disgrace

upon himself and shame: upon the country and he would continue to
do this until his namebecame a publicstenchand yet might not be
subject to indictment under any law of the United States, but he
certainly could be impeached. Otherwise the public thiZand kindredcases be beyond the protection 'iintendod by the Con-stitution.: When the. Constitution says julge: shall hold office dur-
ing good behavior it: means thathe shall not hold it when his behavior
ceases tobe good behavior.
The conduct of Judge George W. English has been of such

character that one must regard as reprehensible and tending to
bring shame and reproach upon th&-'administration ofjustice and
destroy0the confidence of the public in our courts if it be allowed to
go unrebuked.The: Fderal judiciary- has been marked: by. the services of men of
high character and integrity, mn of independonce andinorruptibility
menwho have not usedtheir office for the promotio n of theirprivate
interests or those of theirfriends. No one reading the record inthi
case can-conclude that-this an has lived upto the standards o
our judiciary, nor' is hethe personification integrity, high honor,and uprightness,as the evidencepresents the picture of the manner
in which he discharged the high duties and exercise( the powers of
his great office.

ItECOSIMENDAT0ION

Your committee reports with theaccompanyingresolution and

articles of impeachment against Judge Georg W. English, and
recommendsthat they beadoptedbv the: Housean nd that they be
p

resented tothIeS enatewitha (lemn lnM for the convictionannn removalfrome oice of said GeorgeIW. English, united States (listrict judgeforthfle eastern t OfIlln ino.
IESOLITTION

Resolved, That George IV. English, United States district judge
for theeastern district of Illinois, be impeached ofisxemeanorsin office, and that the evidence heretofore taken by the specialcom-mittee of tMhe House of Representatives under House Joint Resolution
347, sustains five articles of impeachment, which are hereinafter
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set out; and that said articles be, and they are hereby, adopted by
the House of Representatives, and that the same shall be exhibited
to t he Senate in the following words and figures, to wit:

ARTICLES OF IMPEACHMENT OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA IN THE NAME OF THEMSELVES
A.ND OF ALL OF THIE PEOPLE OF-THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
AGAINST GEORGE W. ENGLISH, WnooWAS APPOINTED, :DULY
QUALIFIED, AND COMMISSIONED TO SERVE DURING GOOD BE-
11AVIOR IN OFFICE, AS UNITED STATES DISTRIcr JUDGE FOR THE
EASTERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS, ON MAY 3, 1918

ARTICLE I

'T'hat the said George W. English, having been nominated b the
President of the United States, confirmed by the Senate of the
United states, 0dulyqualified and commissioned, and while acting as
the district judge for the eastern district of Illinois, did: on divers
and1 various occasions so: Abuse:the powers of his high office that he
is thereby charged with tyranny and oppression, whereby he has
brought the administration of justice in said district in the court of
which he: is judge into disrepute and b his tyrannous and oppressive
course of conduct is guilty of misbehavior falling under the con-
stituttional provision as ground for impeachment and removal from
ofllee..- R

Iln that the said George W. English, on the 20th day of May, 1922,
at a session of court held before him as judge aforesaid, did willfully.
tyranirically, oppressively, and. unlawfully suspend and disbar one
Thomas M. Webb, of east St. Louis, member of the bar of the
United States: District Court for the Eastern District of Illinois,
without 'charges having been preferred against him without any
prior notice to him, and without ermitting im, the said Thomas M
Webb, to be heard in his own defense, and without due process of
law; and also,

In that the said George W. English, judge as aforesaid, on the 16th
day of August, 1922, in a court then and there holden by him, the
saifl George W. English,-judge as aforesaid, did willfully, tyrani-cally,
oppressively, and unlawfully suspend and disbar one Charles A
Kareh, of East St. Louis, a member of the bar'of the United States
District Court for the Eastern District of Illinois, without charges
having been preferred against him, without any prior notice to him
and without permitting m, the said Charles A. Karch, to be heard
in his own defense, and without due process of law; and also in that
the said George XV. English, judge as aforesaid, -restored the said
Karch to membership of the bar ill saidl district, but willfully,
tyrannically, oppressively, and unlawfully deprived the said Charles
A. Karch of the right to practice in said court or try ainy case before
him, the said George W. English, while sitting or holding court in
saidl eastern district of Illinois; and also,
In that the said George W. English, judge as aforesaid, on the

1st (lay of August, 1922, unlawfully and deceitfully issued a sum-
mons from the said district court of the United States, and had the
same served by the marshal of said district, summoning the State
sheriffs and State attorneys then and there in the said eastern

11
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districtt, of Illinois, being d(lly elected anfi qualified officials of the
sovereign State of Illinois, and the mayr of the, city of Wamac,
also a dly selectedd fanf( quAlifie(l municipal officer of-said Stat.
of illinois, residing in snail (listriet, to appear before him in an
imaginary (sae of '" theUnitedtStates against one Gourley and one
D)agnet~t,,'when in trth and fact no such case was then ntd there
pending in saideourt, andl in placing the said State officials and
mayor of Wainac in the jury boX anol when they caine into court
ill answer to sai(l slumnInolns then and there inanoul, ngry voice
using improper, profane, andt - indlecent langutae,: (lenouncecl said
olilcsitl witholit tiny -la-flaw l or just. cause or reason, and without
naming any at, of misconduct or offense committee by the said
officials anot without ;perinitting saidV officials or any Of them to be
heard, and with out. having any lawhful authority or control over said
officials, and then and there, did unlawfully, improperly,opprissively
and tyrannyicailly throtehn to remove: said state officials from their said
offices, andwhen addressing them useid obscene and profane language
andl thaereupo)n~: then and4there dlismissed said officials from his said
court anddeonied themany explanation or hearing; and also,

In t~hatXthe aiil George V.0E>nglish, judge aforesaid,, on the 8th
day of;May,1N922, in trial of the. Case of the Unite: States-V.
Hall,tIhen and there, pending before said Gorge W. English, as
judge, the sail (leorge W. English, judge as 17oresaid, from the
bench anrid in open court, diwidiIfully, unau'11 , tIvrannically, and
oppressively, and intending therel)y. to coerce t hoe iiin ls of the
jurmen :in tle sai(l ( ourt in the pe ormAnce, of their (luty as jurors,,
stateol in open court an'd: in the presence of sai(l jurors, parties and
counsel :in said( casAe' that if he tol( theml(thereby then and there
meaning saidl jurymen) that a man was guily and they (lid not
fln(l hiniguiltyth1t he would sen(1 them to ail; and also,

In that the:said George W. English, judge aforesaid, :on the 15th
(lay of August, 1922, willfully, unlawfully, tranically, andl op-
pressively d(li summon Michael L. Munie, of East St. Loluis,
member of tlhe e(litorinl staff of the East St. Louis Journal, a news
apeor -publiShed in said 'East St. tLouis, and Samluel A. O'Neal, a

reporter of th(I St. Louis Post-Dispatch, a newspaper published
at St.. Louis, inl the State of Missouri, andl when saidi Munie and the
said O'NealaI peare(ld before him did willfully, unlawfutlly, tyranni-
cally, and oppr ssively, and with angry an(l abilsive language attempt
-to coerce and((lI(l threaten them as members of the jpless from truth-:
fully publishing the facts in relation to the disbarment of Charles A.
Karch b)y said George W. English, jdgeitas aforesaid, and then and
there Used the power-of his office tyrannically, in %violation of the
freedom of the press guaranteed by the Constitution, to suppress the
pul)lieation of the facts about the official conduct of saidil George
Wr. E4lnglissh, ji.lgre aforesaid, and did then an(l there forbid the said
Munie and the sai(l O'Neal to Ipublish any facts, whlatsoevrer in relation
to sail (1isI)arlent un(ler thlireats of imprisonment; andl also

In that the said George IVNV. English, juolge aforesaid, on the 15th
day of August, 1922, at East St. tuis,it l the State of Illirnois, did
ulnlawfullly sSummon before him one Joseph Maguire, being then and
there the. editor and publisher of the Carb1ondale Free Press, a news-
paper published in Carbondale, in said ('astern district of Illinois,
and then and there, on the appearance before him of said Joseph
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Magxire~in open court, (lid violently threaten said Joseph Maguire
with imprisonment for having printed in his said paper a lawfWleditorial from the columns (qf the St. Louis Post-Dispatch, a newspaper
plublished at St. Lo-uis, in the State of Missouri, and in a very, angry
and improper manner did threaten said Maguire with imprisonment
for having also printed some lawful handbills-said handbills having
no illusion to said judge or to his conduct of the said court- and,
then and there did threaten this member of the press with imprison-
ment.
Wherefore the said George W. English was and is guilty of a course

of coiiduct tyrannous and oppressive and is guilty of misbehavior in
office as such judge, and was and is guilty of a misdemeanor in office.

ARTICLE HI

That George W. English, judge as aforesaid, was§guilty of a course
of iniproper and unlawful conduct as said judge, filled with partiality
and favoritism, resulting in the 'creation of a combination to control
and manage in collusion with Charles B. Thomas, referee in bank-
ruptcy, in and, for the eastern district of Illinois for their own interests
and profit and "that of the relatives and' friends of said George W.
English, judge as aforesaid, and of Charles B. Thomas, referee, the,
bankruptcy affairs of the eastern district of Illinois.
In that said George W. English, judge as aforesaid, corruptly&did

appoint and continue to appoint said Charles B. Thomas, of East St.
Louis, in said State of Illinois, a member of the bar of the district
court of the United States- in0 and for said district, as sole referee in
bankruptcy in said district with0allwof the: advantages and preferments
of Said appointment, notwithstanding he then and there well knew
that said eastern district was great commercial district of-45 counties
nearly 300 miles long with a large volume of business in bankru toy,
and that the said volume of business would necessarily tak6 al tho
time and attention of any appointee as referee in bankruptcy to per-
form properly the work and duties of said office, and well knew at
the time, of said appointments that said Charles B. Thomas was
practicing in all. the courts, both civil and criminal, in said eastern
district of Illinois, he, the said Charles B. Thomas, through said ap-
pointment as sole referee in bankruptcy and the favors in conneotiOn
therewith extended to him by said George W. English, judge aforesaid;
built up a large and lucrative practice; and that notwithstanding
the size of the eastern district of Illinois, the volume of bankruptcy
business therein, and the large practice of said Thomas, referee
'aforesaid, did then and there give said referee in bankruptcy enlarged.
duties and authority by unlawfully changing and amending the rules
of bankruptcy for said eastern district for the sole benefit of said
George W. English,judge aforesaid, and the said Charles B. Thomas,
solo referee aforesaid, as follows:

It is hereby further ordered that the following rule be, and the same is hereby,
made and adopted ax a rule of this court in bankruptcy, to be effective in all:
cases from and after this date, namely:

All matters of application for the appointment of a receiver, or the marshal, to
takQ charge of the property of the bankrupt or alleged bankrupt, made after the
filing of the petition, and prior to its being dismissed or to the trustee being
qualified, shall be and are hereby referred to the referee in bankruptcy for his
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consideration and action; and the clerk will center stich order of reference as of
course in cach case; and tec referees of this court heretofore or hereafter appointed
are hereby authorized and empowered to appoint receivers, or the marshal, upon
application of parties in interest, in case the referee shall find same is absolutely
necessary for the preservation of the estate, to take charge of the p)roperty of the
bannkrupt; and to exercise all jurisdiction over and in respect to the actions and
proceedings of the receiver or marshal which the -court by lawV may exercise,
After adjtudication, where the: referee deems it necessary for the protection of Lhr
estate, he may make, stich appointment on his own moion.
And it is hereby further ordered that all special riles and general orders here-

tofore entered or adopted loe, and they are hereby, set asi(le and annulled in so
far as they in any way conflict with the provisions of the above rule and general
order.

For the purpose of transacting' the business of thle 0oUrt of :hankruptcy,: I is
ordered that the referee. meaningg then and there said Charles B. Thomas] be,
and fhe is thereby, authorized anld directed to procutire and maintain suitable offices
for the transaction .of sai( business, and to suitably furnish and equip same for
said purpose; that the irefcree e, andlie isuhereby,further authorized and directed
to employ such clerks, stenogralphers, and court relortersf or any other assistance
which e fields and deems: necessary for the proper management of said court
and officeIs: and the adihlministration of bankrupt estates; to install telephones; to
procure an(l keep on handXneeded stationery, and generally to provide all sutch
other and further office equipment proper to transact business of the referee; and

It is further ordered thathit -itheevent that the charges for referee's :expenses
authorized by any and all of the rules of this court to be charged against the estates
administered - before the referee do;not: amout to a total to )ay the expenses
which the referee hasiS'ncutrred or for which he may have pai(l or obligated himself
to pay, the referee be, a (l he is hereby, :authorized andl directe(l to make a charge
against the bankrupt estates administeredbefore him, :in as equitable pro rata
share as thle nature and circumstances will permit, sufficient in ainotunt to meet
the deficit existing by reason of the referee's receipts from expenses or charges
authorized by this and other rules being less than the total exI)CeIscs incurred
by the referee.

.ani(I amendments,of the ruleof court Were then and there made
with the intent to favor and prefertsaid Charles 13. Thomas and did
thereby Ugive said Cliharles'B.:: Thomias the power and opportunity to
appointhis friends anid minembers of :his family -dnd the family of said
tcorge dW. English, ud(re aforesaid, to receiverships and to use said
offlee :of referee as aforsaid-for the improper personal and financial
benefit of said George W. English, judge aforesaid, and said Charles"
B. Thomas, referee aforesaid, ;nd the friends and families of both.

The 0said Thonmas, in pursuance of said unlawful combination and
by authority 'of said rule and order aforesaid, and with the full
knowledge and approval of said George W. English, judge aforesaid,
did rent tand furnish a large and expensive suite of rooms and offices
in said East St. Louis near the sai(f judge's chamber, in the Federal
building in said East St. Louis, occupieTrby said George W. English,
judge aforesaid, at the expense and cost of the United States and of
estates in bankruptcy by virtue of said rule and order;
And the said Charles 13. Thomas then and there, with the full

knowledge and consent of said George W. English, judge aforesaid,
dlid wrongfully and unlawfully create and organize a large and ex-
pensive office force supported by and paid for out of the funds and
assets of estates in bankruptcy as aforesaid, and then and there did
hire and provide a large number of clerks, stenographers, and secre-
taries, at the cost and expense of the United States and the funds and
assets of the estates in bankruptcy, as aforesaid
And the said Charles B. Thonmas did then and there hire and place

in said offices, with the knowledge and approval of the said George
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W. English, judge aforesaid, one George W. English, jr., the; son of
the aforesaid Judge English, at a large compensation, salary, and
fees, paid out :of the funds ajid assets of the estates in bankruptcy,
in and under the charge and control of said Thomas, referee aforesaid;
Atnd the said Charles B. Thomas, referee aforesaid, did further

confer upon saidi George WV. English, jr., appointments as trustee and
receiver and appointments as attorney for trustees and receivers in
estates in bankruptcy;
A(l saidl Referee Charles1B. Thomas then and there, with the

knowledge consent, and assistance of the said George XV. English,
judge aforesaid, dild hire and place in the said office and make a part
of said organization one M. Hr. Thomas, son of said Charles B.
l'hloinas; and one 1). S- Leadhetter, son-in-law of -1i.\d Charles B.
Tolmlilas; and one C. P. Widanan, son-in-Jaw of sced Charles B.
Thonmas;
And the said Charles B. Thomas, referee aforesaid, did then and

there wrongfully and unlawfully pay to all of the persons last afore-
said ltrge salaries, fees, and commissions, and did likewise confer upon
said persons, aappointments as trustees, receivers, and masters in
estates in bankruptcy,> with the full knowledge, consent, and approval
of .said George W. I1nglish,- judge:aforesaid;
And said George IEnglish} judge-aforesaid, in order further to

carry out and make effective said improper and unlawful organization
did appoint one:Herman P. Frizzell, United States commissioner
iii and for said eastern district of Illinois, and said commissioner
did occupy free of charge the said offices of Charles B. Thomas}
referee, aforesaid, aold did receive from said Charles B. Thomas, as
said referee, large and valuable, fees, commissions, salaries, appoint-
men1ts as trustee, receiver, and master in estates in-bankruptcy with
th(e knowledge and consent of the said George WV. English, judge
aforesaid;
And the said George WX. English judge aforesaid, did further

allow and permit the said. Charles B. Thomas,- refereeqaforesaid, to
appear as attorney and counsel before said Commissioner Frizzell in
divers and sundry criminal cases; and thent and there, further to
carry out and make effective the said unlawful and improper, com
bination, the said George VW. English, judge aforesaid, with full
knowledge of the premises, did improperly and unlawfully consent
an(l approve the appointment by the said referee, Charles B. Thomas
of one Oscar Hooker, of said Past St. Louis, as chief clerk in said
offices of said referee, and thereby the said Hooker did receive from
said Charles B. Thomas, referee aforesaid, large and valuable fees,
salaries, appointments as trustee, receiver, and master, and as
attorney for trustees and receivers in bankruptcy estates;
And further the said George W. English, judge aforesaid, (lid

improperly allow and permit said Hooker, as the agent of a bonding
company, to furnish surety bonds for said George W. English, jr.,
the son of George W. English, judge aforesaid, and also surety bonds
for said Herman P. Frizzell,said United States commissioner, and
sulrety bonds for said M. H. Thomas, son of said Charles B. Thomas,
as aforesaid, and surety bonds for D. L. Leadbetter and said C. P.
Wideman, sons-in-law of said Charles B. Thomas, in all matters of
trusteeships and receiverships to which they were appointed by said
Charles B. Thomas, referee aforesaid-the said Oscar Hooker, George

16



CONDUCT OF JUDGEGEORGE W.ENNGLISH1

W. English,jr., D. S. Leadbetter, C. P. Wideman, and Herman P.
Frizzell being t hen andthere without property or credit;
And, then and there, further to carry out andl make effeetiveb-saj4

unlawfultand improper combination,: the said George W.Eng~i4
judge asdforesaidt,with full knowledge of the premises, did improp-
erly andunlawfully allow said CharlesB.unnonas, referee as afore-
sa(l, to organizeiand incorporate from his office foreC and employees,
a corporation' known asthe Qoyernment Sales Corporation, organ-.,
ized and incorporated November 27,1I922, for the object and purpose
of furnishinggappraisers in bankruptcy estates an(1 auctioneers in the
sale and-disposaloff assets of estates in)bankruptcy, the.Sfti8l Goern-
ment Sales Corporation being then and there. made up and composed,
organized, and formined, of incorporatorsf and directorss from the
families and friends of sai(l George WV.English. ju(lge aforesaid,and
sai(I Chiarles:B. Thomnas referee aforesaid, and fromn saidoffice force
ofsaid Thomas, referee aforesaid';
The said Georgeur. English, judge aforesaid, wel knowg: the

facts andl lremisesthen andlthore did willfully, improperly, and
unlawfully- take adlVantage oflhis saidofficial position as judge afore-
said,anddidl aid and assistsaid Charles B.f Thomas, referee aforesaid,
in the establishment, maintenance and operation of said unlawful
and improper organization0 as above set forth, for the purpose-of
obtaining improperand unlawfulpersonal gains andprofitsfor the
said George W. English, judge aforesaid, and his family and friends;

Wherefore, thesaid GeorgeMW. English was and is guiltyof a course
of conduct as aforesaid constitutingmisbehavior as such1 judge andf
was and is guilty of a misdemeanor in office.

ARMCLE III

That George W. English, judge aforesaid, was guilty of misbehavior.
in office: n:that he corruptytextended partiait y and favoritism in
diversother matter6hereinafter set forth to Charles-B. Thomas, said
sole referee in bankiptcy in the said eastern district of Illinois, aund
by his condu-ct and partialiby as judge broughhtthe administration of
justice into discredit and disrepute, degra"dethe digityiof the court,
and destroyed the confidence of thepublic in its integrity;

In that in the matter of thetcase of: ast St. Louis & Suburban Co. et
al. v. Alton, Granite & St. Louis Traction, Co., pending before George
W. English, judge as aforesaid, upon- the petition for appointment 4
receives for said Alton, Granite & St. Louis Traction Co., the said
George W. English, judge as aforesaid, didimproperly and unlawfully

refuse to appoimt the temporary receivers suggested by counsel for
the parties in interest in said case unless said Charles B. Thomas,
was appointed attorney for the receivers; that by reason of the con-
dition imposed by George W. English, judge aforesaid, the counsel
for the parties in interest in said case did agree to the appointment
of said Charles B. Thomas as counsel for sai temporary receivers at-
a salary stipulated by said Charles B. Thomas of $200 a month; and
thereupon tlhe said George W. English as Judge, impwperly, corruptly,
and unlawfully appointed said Charles B.fThomas as attorney for the
temporary receivers and approved of the payment of said salary by an
order entered in said case as of August 11, 1920; and that subsequently
to wit, on January 20. 1921, George W English, judge aforesaid, did
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issue an order making the temporary receivers permanent and that
tie Said(l Charles B. Thomas, as attorney and counsel for the re-
ceivers, be paid the sum of $350 per month and that the further
sumN1 of $500 per month additional be paid to said Charles B. Thomas
for his services and responsibilities in assisting the receivers in the
control and management of said receivership properties making a
total salary of $850 per month,-and that saidjsalary shouid be rotro-
activT from October 1, 1920: that the, services of said Charles B.
Tholmns, both as attorney for the receivers and for assisting in the
management of the receivership properties, were not require(t or
necessary, and thereby an additional burden upon the receivership
properties was imposed which said George W. English, judge, afore-
said, NN(ll knew; that this salary of $850 per month 'was continued
to be paid to said Charles B. Thomas for a long Iperiod of time, to
Wt, froin October 1, 1920, to January 1, 1925, making the total
amount received Un(ler said'order by said Charles B. Thomas $43,350
that the said appointment of said Charles' B. Thomas Was made
by George W, Eenglish, judge aforesaid, with the intent wrongfully
and unlawfully to prefer and show partiality and favoritism to
sai(l Charles B. Thomas, to whom George W. English, -judge afore
said was under obligations, financial and otherwise; and, also,
In that in the case of Handelsman v. Chicago Fuel Co. pending

before him, George W. English, judge as aforesaid, did iimproperly
and untlawrfully appoint said Charles B. Thbomas' as one of the receivers
in sai(l case and then and there did improperly order, direct, and fix
the compensation and salary of said CharlesB. Thomas as said re-
ceiver at the rate of $1,000 per month;-and did then and there im-
properly and unlawfuy a appoint said Herman P. Frizzell, United
statess commissioner for said eastern district of Illinois and chief

clerl in the office of said Thomas as referee in bankruptcy, to be
attorney for the-said receiver Charles B. Thomas, and then and there
(lid improperly fix the salary and fees of said Frizzell as said attorney
at the rate of $200 per month; that all said acts of said English as
judg(g aforesaid were done with the unlawful and improper intent
unlawfully to favor and prefer said Thomas and benefit the said
organization.

In that on the 15th day: ofAukust, 1924, at a session of court then
holden by George W. English, judge as aforesaid, in the matter of
Gideon N. Heufman et al. v. Hawkins Mortgage Co., in bankruptcy,
did improperly and unlawfully allow and permit said Charles B.
Thomas, referee as aforesaid, to appear and conduct said case as attor-
ney arnd counsellor at law in behalf of Morton S. Hawkins, one of the
banikrupts in aid case, in violation of the statute of the United States
that forbids a referee to practice as an attorney or counsellor at law
in anyl bankruptcy proceedings, and afterwards, to wit, on the 27th
day of August, 1924, George W. English, judge as aforesaid, did
aginll improperly and unlawfully allow and permit said Charles B.
Tiomnias', referee as aforesaid, to appear before him and practice as
an attorney in behalf of said bankrupt, Morton S. Hawkins; that
said unlawful, acts were willfully permitted in order to favor said
C'harles B. Thomas in obtaining from said Morton S. Hawkins, a
fee for his services of $2,500, which was then and there paid to said
Char'les B. Thomas by said Morton S. Hawkins, all witli the full

0-I. Rept. 653, 69-1-2
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knowledge and consent of George W. English, judge as aforesaid:
and, also,

In thlat on the 18th (la), of May, 1922, after conviction by a ury
of one F-. J. Skye, i tbcasebefore George W. En"Tiglislh, judge as afore.
said, involving the crime of selling and possessing intoxicating liquors
the said George W. English, as judge, did impose a sentence upon
said F. J. Skye of imprisonment iln jail for four months and the pay-
meit Of a flne of $500;-that on-the trial the said F. J. Skye was
represented by one Charles A. Karch; that after such conviction
and selntene16:said Charles A. Kiarch' took an appeal to the United
States (Circuit Court of Appeals for the Seventh Circuit ill behalf of
his client and filed :an appeal bondin due course that subsequently
tot the appeal said 0F. J. Skye discharged" said- Charles A. Karch as
attorney anid retained Chlarles B.; Thomas, referee aforesaid; thbat on
July 5t, 1922, said F. J. Skye, by his attorney, said Charles B. Thomas,
abandoned his appeal to the circuit court of appeals and filed a
motion for a stay of the sentence of imprisonment, which motion
after hearing, Greorge W.rhnglish, sjuges aforesaid, did allow and
did stay- the sentence of imprisonment until December 31, 1922; and
ons June 7, 1923, George W. English, judge as aforesaid, did order
said jail sentence vacated -and said stay of execution and Comlmit,
ment tetjail of said F. J, Skye made:permanent, relieving said F. J.
Skye from imprisonment and only obligating him to pay a finef
$500; that said F. J. Skye paid to said Charles B. Thomas $2,500
as a fee in said case, that said vacation of the jail sentence and the
permanent sta oif execution: and: commitment wais granted by
George WV. Eugi ish, judge as aforesaid, without thle presence of said
Charles B. Thorns in court and without any investigation of the
affidavitsfiled iln support thereof, and was done willfully, improperly
unlawfully, and-wihtwintent to prefer and show favoritism to said
Thomas, to whomw .said George W. English, judge as aforesaid, was
under obligations, financial hind otherwise; and, also,
In that in the case of Hamilton- v. EgyDtian Coal Mining o.,

George W. English, judge as aforesaid, did arbitrarily an Iunlawfully
anwithout notice removii fi m office the duly appointed received
in sail case, and with intent improperly to prefer and favor:Charles
B. Thomas, aforesaid, did then and tere appoint the said Charles
B. Thomas in place 'of the removed receiver; that this removal
of thle receiver was made on July 11, 1924, with the intent to prefer
unlawfully the said Charles B. Thomas, to whom the said George W.
English, judge aforesaid, was under great obligations, financial and
otherwise; and, also,

In that on or about March, 1924, at a hearing before George W.
English, judge aforesaid, in the case of Wallace v. Shedd Coal Co.,
George W. English, judge aforesaid, did appoint Charles B. Thomas
as an attorney for the receiver (one F. D. Barnard), when in truth
and in fact no attorney for said receiver was needed, and afterwards,
to wit, on or about August, 1924, said George W. English, judge as
aforesaid, did arbitrarily and improperly remove from office said F. B.
Barnard as such receiver and then and there did improperly appoint as
receiver in place of said Barnard said Charles 13. Thomas; that the
removal of said receiver and the appointment of said Charles B.
Thomas was made with the intent to corruptly prefer said Charles
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B. 'I'llolas to whom said George W. English was lander great obliga-
tions, financial and otherwvis3e; and, also,
In that on or about the 27th day of June, 1924, at it hearing held b:

hin, George W,. English, Ijude as aforesaid, fin the case of ltitchey
et al. v. Southern Gem Coal corporation, George W. English, judge
as aforesaid, did then and there improperly appoint Charles B.
Thonimis, aforesaid, one of the receivers in said case and then and there
unlaNfully d(id order and decree that said Charles I. Thomas, as said
recei er, should have as his salary the excessive and exorbitant sum of
$1,000O por month; that said act of Geoige XW. English, judge aforesaid,
in the, appointment of said Charles B. Thomas as receiver aforesaid
and in- the fixing of saidl exiirbitant salary was all done by George W.
English, judge as aforesaid, with intent to prefer unlawfully said
Charliles :B. Thomas, to whom said George XV.e english was under great
obligations, financial iind' otherwise; and, also),

Ill thation or about the6 24th day of October,91921, at East St.
Louli~s, :in fthe State :of Illinois} Geore W.V English, judge a foresaid,
wrongfully, improperly, and unlawfully did accept and receive from
SaI(l Charles B. Thomas, sole receiver in bankruptcy aforesalid, the
suns o(f $1,435 which was applied toward the purchase price of an auto-
mol)ile that had been purchased by George XW. English, judge as afore-
said; that said sum of money was improperly and unlawfully accepted
and received by the said George WV. English from the said Charles B.
Thomas as a return or in recognition orthe favoritism and partiality
extended by George XW. English, judge as aforesaid, to Charles B.
Thlfmns, aforesaid; sand, also,-
In that George X. English, judge as aforesaid, at a term of court

held by said judge for the eastern district of Illinois in the case of
the Southern Gem Coal Corporation in receivership did receive and-
approve the report of Charles:B.Thomas, as one of the receivers in
said case, for the first six months: of said receivership; that in said
report to George XW. English, judge as aforesaid, said Charles B.
Th1omnuas stated that he- had during those six months spent all of his
time in Chicago looking after the interest of said Southern Gem Coal
Corporation in receivership; and then and there George XW. English,
judge as aforesaid, did receive and approve said report; that with
full knowledge that :said referee, CharLes B. Thomas, was neglecting
his duties as referee in bankruptcy in his office at East St. Louis in
spending six months of his time 290 miles away from his office at
East St. Louis, George W. English, judge as aforesaid, did then and
there, despite this knowledge and these facts, approve said negligence
on the part of said Charles B. Thomas and said neglect of duty
without criticism or rebuke by then and there reappointing him for
another term.
Wherefore the said George W. English was and is guilty of misbe-

havior as such judge and was and is guilty of a misdemeanor in office.

ARTICLE IV

That George W. English, while serving as judge as aforesaid, in
the I)istrict Court of the United States or the astern District of
Illinois, did in conjunction with Charles B. Thomas, sole referee in
bankruptcy aforesaid,-corruptly and improperly handle and control
the deposit of bankruptcy and other funds under his control in said
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court, by (dpohiting, transferring, andl using sai(l funds for the
pculniaryt: b)Qefitt of himself and said Charles 1B. Th1omas, sole
referee ii l)ankruptey, thuals prostituting his official power and -
fluence for the purpose of securingbenefits to himefs
family and to the said Charles 13. Thomas and his family;

in that George W. English, ju1dgeR4a aforesaid, on: or about DcceaiM
ber, 1918, (lid designate the FirstfState Bank of Coulterville, in the
State -of Illinois, to6 hbe the sole United Staites depository of, bank-
ruptcy funds within said' district; that said bank was situated £
great distance from East St. Louis,:::the office and place of busine"
of Charles B. Thomnas said referee in: bankruptcy; and that then
an~d there one .1. lii Carlton, a-brother-in-law of George W. English
judge'aforesaid, was a large stockholder anddirector and cashier o
said bank; and: that George, W. English, judge as aforesaid, was a
depositor, stockholder, and director in said bank; that said improper
act of George' W. English, judge as aforesaid, in designating said
bank, tended to f scandalize the court in the administration of its
bankruptcy business; nd also,,

in that (on:or about July, 1919 , Ge(rge W. English,judge as afore-
said, it a hearing then had before him, in the case ofSandersfva
Southern rl'raction :Co., in which certain assets had 1)0011 sold for the
sumnof $400,000, did willfully: and 'unlawfully order Dan(l declee that
of said sum of $400,000th00 e sum of,4 to wit, $100,000 should be do-
posited in the Merchants State, Bankl'of C'entralia, Ill., a United
.9tates (depository of bankruptcy funds, said deposit to draw no
interest; thatsari(I (leposit was made in said bank as ordered and
that (Geoorge W. VlEngllsh, judge as naforesaid, wNNs then; and there
a: depositor, stockholder, alnd (Iirector in sainl hank; that said order
and (deposit of findswanslw a(le for the benefit of himself, George W.
English, judge a1s aforesaid, andl fbr-his personal gain and profit an
IOr t14he benefit of hisfamily0andsfriends, to the great scan(lal of the
sai(l office of judge aforsaid, and all tending to bring the, adminis-
tration of justice in saidl court into distrust and vontemlpt; and also

In tlat GeorgeXV.WEwligsh, judge as aforesaid, on or about October
1, 1922, and Charles B. lhoinas, sole refe(ree- in bankruptcy aforesaid,
did, makc and enter into the, following improper aind unlawful agre
mont with tie o4fcers of the Drovers a iona 1Bank of East St.
Louis, to wit tihat in consideration that said-bank would employ one
Farris English, son of said George W. English, ats cashier in said bank
at a salary of $1,)00 per year, that George W. English, judge as
aforesaid, aind Charles B. Thomas, referee a1ore(sni(, would make an
desi rnate, said bank as a. Government depository of bankruptcy
fund's without interest there-on, and that funds from estates in bank-
ruptcy and receiveirshiips should thereafter largely be sent to and 40e
positeId iii said bank, and that George Wr. English, judge as aforesaid,
and ChIiarles 13. .Thomas, sole referee as aforesaid, and said Farris

II4gllsh Woul(l hecoim (lel)ositors in said b)lnk nnd then and there
ooIild 1)urcha.; shares of stock therein as follows:
George IV. english , judge as aforesaid, 10 shares; sanid Farris

EnIglishl, 10).shfares; and ai ChIarles 1B. Thomas, A0shares, at $80 per
share; that in pursuance of sai(1 agreemlnent said Farris English was
hiredI as cashier at sai(l salary of $1,500 per year ancl entered Upon
this (employnient; that George WV. English, judge as aforesaid, in
jII;IItl'(rsiee of s5111( agreement , did (lesigtnate smwi bank to be a, Govern-
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nient depository of bankruptcy funds, and said George W. English
and said Farris English and said Charles B. Thomas, in pursuance of
said agreement did become depositors 'in said bank, and the said
George W. EInglish, judge as aforesaid, the said Charles B. Thomas)
referee as aforesaid, did make 17 transfers of bankruto funds
from the Union Trust Co. of EastASt. :Louis and cause the same o
be deposited in said Drovers0National Bank without interest to the
aggregate amount of $100,000, and then and there George W. English,juige as aforesaid, did receive and pay for his said 10 snares of stock
andl also for the stock of his son, said Farris English; that the said
improper acts were done and performed by George W. English,
judge as aforesaid, with the wrongful and unlawful intent to use the
influence of his said office as judge for the personal gain and profit of
himself, said George W. English, and for the unlawful and improper
and personal gain of the family and friends of the said George W.
English ; and, also,
In that George W. English, judge as aforesaid, on or about the

1st (lily of April,: 1924, with the knowledge and consent'of Charles B.
Thomas, referee in bankruptcy aforesaid, did make and enter into the
following improper and. unlawful agreement with said Union- Triust
Co., a Government depository of bankruptcy funds, to wit, that if said
Union Trust Co. would thert and there employ one Farris English, the
son of George W. English, judge aforesaid, at a salary of $200 per
month, he, said GeorgeiW. Englishjudge aforesaidtwithsaidy 2hPrles
B. Thomas, would become depositors in said Union Trust Co., and
that he, the said George W. English and said Charles B. Thomas
would cause to be removed from the brovers National Bank of East
St. Louis the bankruptcy funds deposited there and would deposit
the. same in said Union Trust Co. and that said, Union Trust Co.
should pay to said Farris English, in addition to his said salary of
$200 per month, interest on said bankruptcy funds from time to time
on deposit in said Union Trust Co. at the rate of 3 per cent on monthly
balances, and for this consideration George W. English, judge as
aforesaid, further did agree with said Uion Trust to. that while
sai(d agreement continued said funds should' not be withdrawn and
deposited in any other Government depository, and thereupon said
Farris English was employed by said Union Trust Co. under said
agreement and remained in the services Of said company for 14
months and drew out of said company during this sai4 period,
in addlition to his salary of $200 per month, the sum of $2,700 as
interest on bankruptcy funds; that the bankruptcy funds were with
drawn from said Drovers National Bank and deposited in the said
Unioni Trust Co. under said agreement; that George W. English,
judge as aforesaid, and Charles B. Thomas, referee in bankruptcyaforesaid, did then and there become depositors in said Union trust
Co., the said George W. English did then and there use his influence
as judge for the unlawful and improper personal gain and profit to
himself, family, and friends; and, also,

In that, George W. English, judge as aforesaid, did improperly
designate the Merchants State Bank of Centralia, Ill., to be a Govern-
ment depository of bankruptcy funds, in which bank he, the said
George W. Eng ish, and he, the said Charles B. Thomas, were then
and there depositors and stockholders, and George W. English was
then and there a director; and, also,
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In tiat' Gorge IV. English, judge as aforesaid, on divers days and
times prior to the 7th day of April, 1925, and while George W.
E4,nglish, ju(lge as aforesaid, and :Charles B. Trhomas, referee in bank-
ruptcy aforesaidl, were each depositors and stockholders and George
WV. Eingligslh, a director of said Merchants State Bank of Centraha
Ill., andl while said bank was a Government depository of bankrupts,
funds, (dild borrow from said bank without security, at a rate of
interest~below the customary rate, sums of money from timetoUtime
anmountinlg In the aggregate; to $17,200, and that during said time
prior to tlie, 7th day of April, 1925, Charles B. Thollmas, said referee
in bankruptcy (lid borrow from sail1 bank without security and at *
rate, of interest l)Clow the customary rate, sums of money to the total
of $20,000; that said suimswere loaned andl said loans were renewed
filontijme to time, and carried by said bank to the.said George W.
English and said Charles B. Thomas, by reason of the use Of the
offi ial influence. of Gorge- IV. English, judge asaforesaid, and Charles
B. Thomas, sole referee, in bnkruptcy aforesaid, and ly reason of said
bank hav'i'ng: been made and -ontinued as a United States depository
for bankruptcy and other funds without interest; that said George W.
English, judga as aforesaid,: and Chaarles B. Thomas, sole referee in
bankruptcy aforesaid,acting in concert with officers and directors of
said Mercfiants State Bank of Centralia, Ill.; did borrow with said
directors sums of money in the total equal to all of the surplus, assets
and:'capital of said bank and at a low rate of interest and without
security.
Wherefore the sai(l George W. English was and is guilty of a course

of conduct constituting misbehavior as such judge and that said
George W. English was and is guilty of a misdemeanor in office.

ARTICLE V

That George W. English, on the 3d( day of May, 1918, was duly
appoifltedl United States: districtct judge for the eastern district ofI"lnois, and: has held such office to the' present day.
That during the time in which; said George W. English has acted

as such United States district, judge, he, the said George W. English:
at divers tumes and places, has repeatedly, in his judicial capacity,
treated members of the bar, in a manner coarse, indecent, arbitrary,
and tyrannical, and has so Ionducted himself in court and from the
bench as to oppress and hinder members of the bar in the faithful
discharge of theiC worn duties to their clients, and to deprive such
clients of their right to appear and be protected in their liberty and
property by counsel, and in the above and other ways has conducted
himself In a manner unbecoming the high position which he holds
and thereby dlid bring the administration of justice in his said court
into contempt and dFisgrace, to the great scandal and reproach of
the sail court.

That. said Greorge IV. English, as judge aforesaid, (luring his said
term of ollice, at riverss tines arid places, while acting as such judge,
did disregard the authority of the laws, and, wickedly meaning and
intending so to do, (lid refuse to allow parties lawfully in said court
the benefit of trial by jury, contrary to his said trust and duty
as judge of said districtt court, against the lawurs of the United States,
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and3 in violation of the solemn oath which he had taken to administer
e(quni anf(l impartial justice.

'rlhat the said George W. English, as judge aforesaid, dliring his
said terni of olfice, at (livers times atl places, when acting as such
judge, did so conduct himself in his saiccourt, in making decisions
and or(derS in actions pending in his said court and )efore him as said
jidgel, as to excite fear and distrust and to inspire a widespread belief,
In ltnfl: beyond sai(I eastern district of Illinois that causes were not
decidedin said court according to their merits but were decided
witl partiality.and with prejudice and favoritism to certain indi-
6i(duls, particularly to one Charles B. Thomas, referee in bank-
riiptcy for said eastern district.

'rflilt the said George XV. English, as judge aforesaid, during his
saidl term of office, iat divers times and places, while actingas said
jd(lge, (lid improperly an(l unlawfully, with intent to favor and prefer
Charl(res B. Thomas, his referee in bankruptcy for said eastern district,
an(l to make for said Thomas large and improper gains and profits,
continually and habitually prefer said Thomas in his appointments,
rulings, and decrees.
That said George W. English, as judge aforesaid, during his' said

thrill of office, at divers times and places while acting as said judge,
from the bench and in open court, did interfere with and usurp the
authority and power and privileges of the sovereign State of Illinois,
and usurp the rights and powers of said State over its State officials,
an(l set at naught the constitutional rights of said sovereign State of
Illinois, to the great prejudice and scandal of the cause of justice
and of his said court and the rights of the people to have and receive
due process of law.

TPlat said George W. English, as judge aforesaid, during his said
term of office, at divers times and places, did, while acting as said
judge, unlawfully and improperly attempt to secure the approval,
cooperation, and assistance of his associate upon the bench in said
eastern district of Illinois, Judge Walter C. Lindley, by suggesting to
said Walter C. Lindley, judge as aforesaid, that he appoint George XV.
English, jr., son of said George W. English, judge as aforesaid, to
receiverships and other appointments in the sai&ddistrict court for
said eastern district of Ill'ois, in consideration that said George W.
English, judge as aforesaid, would appoint to like positions, in his
said court a cousin of said Judge Wralter C. Lindley, and thereby
unlawfully and improperly avoid the law in such case made and
provided; alto the disgrace and prejudice of the administration of
justice in the court of George W. English, judge as aforesaid.
That said George W English, as judge aforesaid, during his said

term of office, at divers times and places, did, while serving as said
Ju(lge, seek from a large railroad corporation, to wit, the Missouri
Pacific Railroad Co., which had large trackage, in said eastern district
of Illinois, the appointment of his son, George W. English, jr., as
attorney for said railroad.

All to the scandal and disrepute of said court and the administra-
tion of justice therein.

XVVherefore, the said George W. English was and is guilty of mis-
behavior as such judge and of a misdemeanor in office.
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MINORITY VIEWS
'T regret our inal)ility to agree with the majority of thecoW-

m1ittee in regard to the facts and law;arisilng upon the evi(Infce
taken by the special inve.stiAating (committee appointed under House
resolutionl.

hlavingu issente"l from the majority view, we feel it our duty3to
outlinei to ,ur colleague SOIIW rasons fornlot joining in the majority
report,. 'Phw evidencXe in the case is voluiinolls, covering nearly
1,00()0 Jrinfted pages, aildl necessarily'all the Members of the house
will not havethe.X , time or opportunity to study this evidence and
judge of its Jprobative character and force.

In the majority report th committee Ul(lertakes to set oit as
the b)aHsis (of thi articles of impI1eachiient, which are p)rop4osed, certain
matter entitled(4 ".Facts," aln inl this expressionl of the 1iiniority we
will undertake tofollowthe ar-rangement ofpthoreport of the majority
uponeaich of these separate '-statements of fact.
tIt is.,-of course, admitted that Judge English was appointe United

States, judge and took the oath of office, on May 9, 1918, and has
since that time served as judge of the United States District Court
for the Eastern District. of Illinois.

DISBARMENT OF WEBB

lVh eVi(ence shows that Thomas M. Webb was a practicing attor-
ney of good standing in the court of Judge English. fie himself states
in his testimony that there habd never been any unpleasantness be-
tween them an(l that Judge English :'had always treated him fairly;9
Ulpoin thle. occasion in -question Judge English had triad a noted
criminal known as "Dressed Up Johnnie" Gardner. Gardner was
acquitted beeiuse of the failure of evidence sufficient to convicted He
was fitnot IdischargLed, bit the marshal was ordered to hold the prisoner
becauseof certain telegrams from State officials having charges against
Gardlier. TVhe marshal, by mistake turne(l over the prisoner to one
Of tile local State officers, and he was held in the State or city jail;
About a dlayI after .dge English called for the prisoner to discharge
him,l no one had appeared to demand him. It (levelope(l that r.
Welb, a~s attorney for Gardner, ha(l taken out habeas corpus pro-
ceedings before a city judge of East St. Louis, who had discharged the
prisoner. Some time later JJudge English, evidently believing that
WVebb) had concealed from the State court the fa(ct that Gardner was
a Federal prisoner in the hal)bes corpus prio eedin's, called Mr. Webb
before him, and in a statementIwhichappears in t e record, requested
that Wel)blmake a statement as to his conduct in connection with
the release of this prisoner, and until he did so that he was suspended
ats a practicing attorney. Later this statement was filed and in about
a monthl or six weeks Mr. Webb was reinstated. No animus o0 corP
rup1)t purposes is even in(licate(l in the evi(lence.
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DISBARMENT OF CHARLES A. KAROH

TI'he evidence As to the disbarment of this attorney, which occurred
at about the same time as the Webb suspension, is voluminous. It
grew out of an unfortunate difficulty between Judge English and
Rarch. Attention. iS called to the evidence of Assistant Distrltk
Attorneyy, Wolcott. It is well established by the evidence that
Kareh greatly disliked English; that he had frequently spoken dis-
re.spectfully of him and had referred to him :in vile epithets (which
will not be repeated here as this report will be printed) ; that he had
stated that certain persons had threatened to assassinate English
and that he, Karch,had kept them from doing so, and that he had
madeat. mistake in preventing them, and that if other members of
the bar hadas -muchnerve ashe had that English would not remain
on, the bench. This statement, iny all its harshness, had been com-
municated to Judge Engylish. Judge Bandy, a well-known lawyer,
hatid also told Judge Evnglsll of remarks of the same general character
that. Karch had made in regard jitonglish; and Cooper Stout, former
deputy marshal, had also talked with Karch out these matters
aind that Karch had atf first-delied making these statements but
subsequently admitted-making them. rThere is: clear proof of this
feeling of IRarch toward EInglish jIn ;thestatementswhich he had
made, and of which Judge English had been advised.
On the day on which Kareli was disbarred, het) appeare(l before

Judge English to defend certain persons for contempt, charged with
violating an injunction issued by Judge Enlish in a siopmen s strike.
At this time and other previous times Karch had requeste(l jury trials.
At. the time in question there was no jury present and the next jury
term would be at the; Danville term, a month later. Judge English
told Karch:that if he desired a jury trial to make a motion therefor
on behalf of his clients and his case 'would be continued until the
Danville term in September. Notwithstandig, Karch :continued
to make arguments for a jury, trial after the judge had told him his
VIewV.S about it.: After he had heard Karch, K1larchesatdown in the
court room, and Judge English took up other matters. He ;sat down
in a menacing and contemptuous mood, and thereuponhJudoe English
asked him if he had further business in the court He said that he
had not, and Judge English asked him to retire. le (lAemurred -to
thuis, saying that he had a right to stay in the court room, and it, led
to a colloquy between` him and Judge English, which led to his dis-
barment. LItter Judge English appointed a Ammittee of three
lawVyers to: make a report to him on Karch's application for reinstate-
mesnt. This was madle, and appears in the printed record on page
179, in which Karch -admitted his misconduct. About a year later
Karoh was restored to practice. While this was an unfortunate
occurrence, evidence is lacking that Judge English proceeded therein
with any wicked purpose or bad motive, annl that the incident is
totally insufficient to maintain a charge of impeachment under the
Constitution.
The attention of the House is called to the fact that it was claimed

that Judge English refused to allow jury trials in these contempt
proceedings, and this was made the subject of attack in an editorial
in the Post-Dispatci, a great newspaper of St. Louis, in an-editorial
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entitled 'Judlge Englishl un-American."'' They attacked lhil for
not periittilngf jUr-y trials.

Ju(lge Englisfi ll'a on several (ceasions, expressly tol(1 Mr. Karch
that he (lidl not think under the law that defendflnlts in these cases
cited for corintemipt of court for violating the court's injunction
against picketing, ece., were, entitled to jury trial, but in each instance
]lie 101(1 lKarch to0 file hi.s motion and it woUl( bt 1)assed Otlo it the
1)anville term.

it is further of interest to note that the Circluit Cooult of Appeals
of tell Seventh Circuit, presided over by Judge Alsehuler, in a, case
)en(Iing before that court, 1h1(1 heldl under the (laytOn Act, de-
fenIants in cases of this kind were not entitled to jury trial, It is
true thalt this case was recently overruled by the Cuiir:ou't,
blct. trhi.s fact is referred to for the purpose ot showing tl)e views of
the atppellate court upon this question at the timle of Karch's dis-
barinent.

As: a matter of fact, the evidnce s however, th t. Judge ng-
lish did not deny jury trials, but in fact idl)wed jury trials in each
instance where it was demanded or requested. In regard to the: dis-
barment of Karch and the suspension of Webb, attention at this point
may be called to) the impea-chment case against Judge Jamtes H. Pck,
of Missouri, Hinds' Precedents, volume 3, page 772. Judge Peck
was I'Ieache(l by the House of Representatives and tried ly the
Senate ln 1,826 for oppression and tyranny growing out of the con-
viction for contempt and imprisonment of an attorney at lawr. Judge
Peek had tried a case and rendered ain opinion, which hadb)nle+en criti-
cized by the public. In defense of this opinion Judge Pelck published
an article in at St. Louis newspaper. t1'he case at the: time wis on
appeal to the appellate court. When this article by Judge Peck was
published the attorney in the case, published a reply, m(ost deferential
in every Areslect. Judge Peck cited him before him for contempt
for tlheu- publication of this article, confined him in jail for 24 hours,
and disbarred him for 18 months.
No corrupt motive being shown, the, Senate acquittedl Judge Peck,

evidently IIpon the ground that no corrupt motive WaTS shown. Cer-
tainly the Peck case wt subjIet to far more. unfavorable inferelees
against Judgo Peek than the two incidents mentioned against Judge

Inglsh.
TUREATS AND CENTSURE, OF STATE OFFICIAIS

We respectfully Uissent from tle statement of facts eontained in
tjthe inajoritv report on th is matter., The evidence oloes riot slistain
tleclhalge that the court unlalwN'fully lused the pl)oc(ess of the court
to sllmloll stat sheriffs and state attorneys before him in the
Federal court. '1his inci(lent occurred in Auglist, 1922, also. At
that time there was much unirest growing out of the strike. The
massacre' at Herrinl, 1.I haljust occurred an(l this was alhout 50
or (0 miles aWN from East St. Louis. Jludgae En'nglishI had issued
Certain injunct ions relating to picketing et(., in andt arolnl(l the rail-
rod( shops tit Ce.ntraill, whiih was near the citv of WainC Iin
fact Waunae wits situatedl partly in three counties, Washingtoin,
Marion and Clinton,. and it, got its narme from the first letter of each
of these counties. A deputy sheriff had reported to the judge that
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thlere were grave disorderss there; that there was shooting in and
(ut of the barracks I)y the strikers and strike breakers. One man
lld just been killed the night before. -It was a time of tenseness.
Excitement and apprehension were in the minds of everyone. A
repetition of the Herrin massacre was threatened. A fair conclusions
of all the evidence is that Judge English told the marshal to ask
thle state's attorneys and the sheriffs for the three counties men-
tioned to come to his court or offices fort a, conference with him in
regrtd to maintaining order. They camel, but the records show no
sunnl0i15s issued. If subpornas had been. issued they would have been
a niatter of record an(l readily produced. Trolley are not found in the
recor(l of the evidence. On the morning in question there was no
Jilry present and no trial of cases going on. English signed some
Order's, thee court recessed, and be retired to his cchambers. He came
out on being a(lvised that attorneys andl sheriffs were present, and
went on the bench and aske(l the state attorneys and sheriffs Ito
com(e around to the jury box when he did proceed to lecture Xthdil.
Ife (cl'arged them with no offense b1)ut did urge thor in vehement
]lngu go tio help him maintain order, anld state~dthat if they were
not wi Iung to 'do this that he Ccould send sufficient forces there to
enforlc(e his injunction. Some of these men stated that he used pro-
fanle and obscene language. OIne of them states that he did not
hear -much language except the wordl "damn." Other witnesses who
we're present state that he did not use any vulgar or profane lan-
gualge. We submit that any fair reading of the fat and interpreter
tioll of this incident (loes not justify the facts alleged in the proposed
articles of impeachment, but that on the contrary the facts establish
beyMn(I a doubt that in a time of great excitement and stress English
was undertaking to maintain law and order. 1He may have done it
\brsuely, probably vehemently, and probably in a way that was
distasteful, but we sul)mit that he(did no unlawful act and that his
conduct on this occasion is entirely susceptible of the best and most
honest motives, if not commendation.

THREATENING JURY IN COURT

We most respectfully submit that this is an'incident attem ted to
be used in this case that is not worthy of consideration. One a e
Ely appeared in the trial of the case of United States v. Hall. When
the jury was being selected he persisted in asking each member of the
jury the question as to whether, if Judge English should charge:the
Jury in the case, expressing his view of the evidence, such juror if he
disagreed with the judge's view of the evidence, would acquit the
defendant. The witness testified that Judge English thereupon used
the language set out in the majority report. Judge English states
that hle (does not recall the instance and that the assistant district
attorney (lid not recall it. Judge English states that he never ex-
pressed an opinion upon the evidence in any case and in the particular
caso the defendant was aceluitted. We submit that this was not a
hbiglh crime and misdemeanor under the Constitution, even if the
statement of this witness should be taken as entirely true.
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UNLAWFUL AND OPPRESSIVE TREATMENT OF KARCH

rThis statement is but a phase of the Kareh disbarment. Thomas
W. Webb, the same attorney ahove referred to, and Karch appeared
in a ease against one Keller for trial in the Danville court. Webb
testified that Judge Exiglish continued the case and that at chambers
told him that he continued it because Karch was an attorney in it;
that he (lid this becallse of the recent trouble lie had with Ilim he
feared lhe might not be just to Karch's clients. Judge Walter C.'
Lindley had at that time been appointed( 1as an additional judge for
the same district, andl Judge E1n(glish said that he preferred that
JJud(he Lindley should try the case.

XWe utterly fail to see how an corrul)t con(lud t amounting to a
high crinle 01o IllisdemIeanor under the Constitution (an be attached
to this in(idlent .

'I'YRANNOUS ATFTACK ON LIBERTY OF H'TIE PRESS

This is a lliglI-soun(uing title with nothlinlg to support it. Kareb
had filed tin taplication IIn thle nature of a mandamus,With the cir-
C:uit (olurt to sec(ure reillnstatemilenlt as aill attorney.

r'li &IPl)licatioll tlnseSl UI)Ol inCthe oldinary course of busi-
ness, l)ut before final determination Judge English, upon his own
emotion, reinstated KarCh. A statement filed by a comillittee of
lwyerls of this court is a p)alt of thle recor(I. Whle ll in its state-
nwlnts, there is sufficient matter to show that ill the opinion of these
disilnterexsted attorlnes, Karch was worthy of blame. The fact is
that lie was reinstated Indl that, although tho plroce(lure in the
IIiattei' of his (lisbarment mllay be sai(d to have been irregular, IetIo
(oirr)toilr impropIer inotivet on the part of Judge English is shown,
andI tli s is admlsittedl b>y a majority of thlis con ittee not. to support
fnll ariticle of inip)eachillent.

P'IROFANT1'Y ANDI) OTHER MIISBEHAVIOR

In answer to this allegedl '`filldilig of fact,'' it is stated with all
confid(lnce that tlh0 evidence fails to support it. The witnesses upon
whose testimony, this conclusion is; drawln declaredd that Judge Eng-
lish used violent, profane, nd obscelle Words, buit they irreconcilably
diff(llamong thenimselves: as to the phraseology of Judge English.- As
oj)posed to this is thze evidence of all attorney al)oVe reproach, sitting
ill colurt at, the time, who1he1ard1 all that wtas said tand Who testifies
thirat he 11her(1 il( bsh(Ce'e language.

AIPPOINTMENT OF 1T11OMAS SOLE REFEREE IN BANKRUPTCY

The facts are that Mr. Tlhomals was the sole referee in Judge
I0nlglish's district; also that this districtt colnsisted(( of 45 counties,
clearly :300 mlliles long, and that there was a large volume of bank-
ruptcY lIl i MsSilsai(ld -istrict. TheimputationII is that because
Ju(de English appointed only one' referee tilelr should he therefrom
tall inferelne of malcondulcllt, hut the testimony discloses that there
lha(l never been b)tit onle. referee ill bankruptcy iln this districtt and
that, althloghl a ntlew jldge wits allthorized for this district ill the
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vear 1922 and in puirsuiance of this act of Congress a. a(lditionlal
tidLre was appointed with concurrent jurisdiction in all matters.

'heire1has not been since the appointment and coinfirmation of
this judge an additional referee in bankruptcy.

T'heire has never been even a suaestion that, more than one referee
wis necessary. The fact that Junge English appointed only one

referee in bankruptcy in his districtt is not an impeachable offense.

CHANGE IN RULES OF COURT

'pon b~ein inducted into office, Judge English found upon the
rcl{Xttlan order intenoled to control the activities of referees in bank-
rll)tey, annd shortly after his assumption of office le wrote a new rule
(Int(lfthle 7th of June, 1919. A comparison of these two rules, con-
c(rn.n1lig which much is attempted to be Inade l)by the mlnajority report,
(lis(IOSeCs that there is no dlifference Nlhatever in the real urp rt anld
order of the ministration of tthe rule. It imay reasonably be Sal d that
thoely are the ~same'rule, couched in different phlraseology, ;but each
the saille, in their purport and effect. Both of said rules being set
o0ut in the majority' report an.d in such juxtaposition that they -may
l)e ensil v compareol; further comment is unnecessary, l)ut in connection
with t lie rule mald by Judge Englislh on the oate aforesaid, it is
chill-rged that thsls rille was made for the purpose of preferring Mr.
Th]1omnats, his referee in bankruptcy, an(l giving him an opportunity
to (lltrol the bankruptcy oteposits and thereby Secure benCfits to
himself and to his family tby reason of the operation and apllication
of this rule. Thlis inferetnlce is hllolly unwairanted~l from the testimony
fl(I w(e empllhptically (Idclare that any such inference is without
foundation.

BANKRUPTCY RING

Ull(ler thie general ;heladin "Bankruptcy ring," Judge English is
charged with various acts wilich are classed as misdemeanors in' the
majority -report, which, said acts arc the official acts of Charles B.
Thoniail(s, referee in bankruptcy. There is a substantial volume of
testillOnly which relates to andlillustrates thle various official activities
of AMI'. Thlomils as referee. It is charged that Mr. Thomas established
a bankruptcy ring and 'that under the operation of the alleged ring,
he, and members of his family received unlawful and improper gains
ini money arising from the bankruptcy court. It is further charged
that Judge English corruptly and improperlyihandled and regulated
the lbankruptcy funds of his district and so manipulated their deposit
ahi(i dispositionn that he:and members of his family received substan-
tial financial benefit from the handling of these funds.

Ini complete answer to this alleged "finding of fact," it is sufficient
to say that aill of the testimony in this case shows thiat Judge English
estal)lished five depositories in his district, where, before he became
Fe(leial judge there was but one depository; that the bankruptcy
flulds were equitably (listriblltcl among tlhese banks, depositories;
theat at, no time di(l any one given depository hold an unusual excess
of bankruptcy funds; that in every instance the amount of 1)111k-
ruptey funds on hand were proportionIal to the bond required and filed
Iforl thle protection of such funds and consistent in every instance with
the natural amount of funds arising from the administration of bank-
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ruptcy estates in tihe, vicinity of thie several depositories. In fact,
that Cowlterville, wthere,Judgo English is charge(l with having desig-
nated at bank as depository in which his brother-in-law was cashier,
the evidence sh9ow0Ns that this b1)rk at atll times had the smallest
amount of tiny )ank in the district-the deposits running from
$7,000 to $13,000.

PARTIAITY) A NDI) UN LAW TWL API'APPOI NTMEINT 01F RECEIVERS

Ie(er this;hishe(lling vicious illegations are made, tile purport of
Which is th1lat C. B. roiomas) inl that Juldge n1,gnlish aJ)pointedlhim to
receive Iups, is not only not Supp)te(I by theV evidence hut is
refute(I l)y tIlhe evidence. tJu(lge Engslish ts appointe((I judge in 1918.
For the following two years of his jutgeship grpl1()11)fl5 was not
appointed to any receiveishiip. . In 1920 certain parties, re resenting
the matter of receiv.ers in the case of the East
St. Louis & Subur)an (Co. v. Alton,} Gratnite City & St. Louis Traction
Co., caine before Judge English. This property involved at number
of suburban lines of railroaols, (ificult of operationn and invlolvinlga
large itlimount of assets. The parties in inteCrest:: suggested the
appointment of twO) receivers who had b)een agreed upon. B3tk of
tI1wrs(e reeVivers3 livedSoutside of the State of Ill noise. Judge English
agnreetl to the appointment, of the receivers but later suggeste(I that
Mr. Thomas should be, liamiedItas attorney for these, receivers because
of thle fact thatthlie lifl confidence in Mr. lhomlis, that Mr. Thomas
livedl in the (histfrict and could keep him ad(lvised of thle receivership.
This was agreed l upon b)y the parties in interest, and TIhomas was
app(i1ted at a salary of $200 per month.

aI'llix wasls the tem porary receivershi i f Iis I te theri paifiorrhp.thfe m nthr ae h
matter came up for t I0appointmllient of permlanenlt receivers. These
receilVer.s appetii ".(l iln court an(l:dfiled ai petition setting(tiot the valtia-
ableservices(itatt Mr. Thomlafis had reldered flthelm, ahl( dpetitioned the,
court tO apporin1t Toa11s11MM as attorney fat a n thly salary which they
nafll('(l as''l(fequate co(npenslation. This petition isi Set outt ill full in
the record; Judge EnglishI merely A('tediupon this petition; and Judge
ThJnloIIis continuedl as attorney upon the reqluest of tOHI receivers
themselves ma(le ill (prll court. lie on tinied to occupy this
position from that time until 1925, and this constitutes one of the
charges for impeach( hment.

it will 1)0 noted that Mr. rflhonlas was merely attorney for the
receivers and it is difficult to see where Judge Etiglish did anything
in this instance that was4of an impeachable nature.
The next act of favoritismn charged is the agpointment of Judge

Th101nls s receiver in the Southern Gem Coal Co. case This
appoilltment it will 1)h noted, was not made until January, 1924, sothpat a period of four years intervene(i between his first appointment
ais attorney in the Alton Granite City, etc., case and his appointment
as receiver in the Southern Gem Coal Co. case, thle evidence as to
this point )oingr undis uted.
The Southern Gem oal Co. was a large concern with headquarters

in Chicago. It had a very large overhead expense amIounting to
about $100,000 at year. Thle, parties in interest asked for the appoint-
ment of two receivers in this instance, to which Judge English was
realy to agree, when attorneys for miners who had been employed
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1) theI coal company intervened and opposed the appointment ofoile of the men suggested as receiver upon the ground that lhe was
respOnsiblc for the condition of the property. The attorneys forth(e 11iiners argued the matter in open court and stated that theirclientss desiredd the appointment of Judge C. B. Thlomas as one of
tle r receiver. The coal company at that time owed to the milerssubstn tially $300,000 of wages. The property was appraised at an
uinotint in excess of $3,200,000. Acting upon thle request made by
tilhe att-orneoys for the minlers and made openly in court and for
re1iisols stated in writing in the application, Judge English, upon
this request, appointed Judge Thoxnas. Judge Thomas immediately
took charge of the property as coreceiver, went to Chicago, got rid
of at large nlumDber of clerks or executives of the company, who had
beeeni receiving salaries of $10,000, $15,000, and $25,000n a year, and
redluced thle exorbitant overhead charges from $100,000 a year to
less thlian $25,000 a year. No person connected with this receivership
has, (eer complained of any maladministration of this property,
neitiler receiver, attorneys for receivers, attorneys for creditors,
stockholders, claimants, bondholders, or any person having an inter-est. in the property. The only complaint is in this report, that hewas given for a short whie what Was recommended to him as ade-
quiate compensation for his services.

'I'lie nlextappointment of Judge Thomas was alsomade in 1924 on
tle I Otli (day of July, inl thle case of Handleson v. Chlictlao Fuel Co.
Thlie fiicts set out in thle majority report state that 1Judlge Englishinl)op)erly and unlawfully appointed CharlesB. Thomasas oneof the
receivers inl thiscase. Asa matterof fact, undisputed, as shown in the
eidlellce, this appointment was made not by Judge English but by
Jud(lg(e Walter C. Lindley, who had l)een alpointe(l as additional judge
fortlls.snme distrie t in which Judge]Ennglish )resi(etl. Judge Lind-Jeyhimself testified that thleparties in this case camebefore Tim and
aske(l that Judge Thiom as be ap)ointtd and thatlhe (didappoint him
nj)O1I their recommen(latlion and urgent request. They stated that
they (I(l it because of some interrelation of ti e Ch1icago Puel Co. with
the(Goin Coal Co. and they thloughlt Judge Thomaswas the best
tite( Ian to handle thesituation ith his coreceiver.

The)oinly other receiverships were in the cases of the Egyptian CoalCo. and thle Shedd Coal Co. These companies so far as tile evidence
shows were(concerns without assets andl probably connected with the
other. coalcompanies, and the eviidence shows that no fees or emolu-
men ts whatever were paid to Judge Thomas on account of such
receirerships.
Those appointmentsto receiverships were in 1924, running from

January to July or August. The facts in acah instancefail to show
anything that even indicated an impeachable offense on thepart of
Judlge E'nglish. In each important receivership Thomaswns ap-
Vointed at the specific request of the parties in litigation.FEvidently
f'toll-nas managed them withdiscretion and ability, as no parties in
interest complained in this record. But if a further and more com-

Plet(eanswer were(lesire(l it also appears in thie undisputed evi(lence
inl thlis Case.
(n August 19, 1924, the entire, records of the office of the referee

in bankruptcy were examined by an examiner from the Department
f.Jist'ice, which, in fact and in law, has jurisdiction over these
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niat ters. Tfhis report was presented to the Attorney General of the
Ujnitedl States in accor(laCeT with the law, In this report the exam-
inler refeirreld to t he flct that Thomas, the referee, had been appointed
to Iertainreei 'eshl)s. ;ie (lid not c()mplain of it as unlawful but
as probably interfering with thle time which waS to be given to bankX
rIapt(ey ('Stilte. [l)Upon tllis r'pOt the AssistAnt! Attorney Gner
(firet e(d t letter to Judge English, dlatedl NolVeimber 19, 1924, callhi
his attention to a nlnil)(br Of Matters contained in this report., includ-
in1g tI (' miatt('r of r(e(ive(rslhips. 1 immediately Judge English trans-
nutted),I loftl(' ie port with t he ltter of the Assistant Attorney
e(n(era to 'Ilhonlils, livingg uis attention to this criticismn of the de.

parllitmei. In the reCOrd app001ear4s the official reply of' Thonlas to this
letrt r, in Wlli(il1 hle thoroughlyiiwes(ail(s1l c riticism, an>l upon the
suI)ject of, reced erships slt,atl thlat- before he(, accept Od these receiver-
shipshe: had(hiOnsulte l with a number of attorneys whll() iaxl advised
him t at. 1() reason ei.st lwh( f:a referee should not ct, as receiver
inl appoilt menlt S nld(le in eq(ulity (ias(es pendling in Fe(leral courts, hut
that lit hatd alwys had the deepest r(}spe .t for Iude Eenglish and
his Court, til(1 for All Fe(leral courts, and if it wasn thliought or even
suspect ('(tat liat. a referee shoul1d( not, be oipOlIat t'l receiver in equity
cases arisinKg in the coult, he(' would gladly and immediately resign
hisxofiCe. I its resignationi followed. in:January, 1925.

This evidenceP is clear in(l undisputed, that upoT the first; 'Official
informa tifin that any matters were sullbject to criticismn against
hllomals, bothl in handling thle office(of referee and in tfiese appoinit-

mients to recei verships., Judge Ernglisli inimedi ately indl prolfnptlA
brought it,:t.t the attention ot mnias with the rle,,s-ults; above stated.
This re11port contalining tll thlie fiact"s is fully set out in thle record.

:l~in(ler thep1(}ISower o)f positive p)ro()f, anTillpeahniitupeon the
grounds of these receivershilis can 1not. be justly suis-tained.

UNLAWFUL A NI) CORRUP'T CONDUCT IN HIANDLI NG OF HBAN KRUPTCY
FUNDS

Gleorge WV. English: assumed the luties of judge of tile eastorn
district, Of AillnisMay 9S, 1918. It was the custom in thlis district,
prior to lhis appointmel-nt, to hatyve one referee in blankruptcy And one
1lej) ositairy~for blnkrllptcy funds. rThe,.clustoin of one refelee for the
district vuis continuedl by Judge-E4nglish intheappointment of Charl-:
Bs. ThI'11oma11s: EIast. St. Lou6is, Ill. - rTl0 :y5 is a lawyer of ability;
integr-ityt ll llighily respecteol by the 1)nr tin(lAM people generally.
Prior to)his appolintmnent ats referee in bankruptcy he had served, by
election, as-judge of at. State curt for eight years; two terms. Five
b)anks we(reV designed ats depositaries for bankruptcy funds, namely:
MIerThants Sta-te-Bannk, of Centralia, Ill.; First Nalntional Bankof
(i'olterville, Ill.; tUnion rrust C.O., of East St. Louis, I11. Drovers
National lnlBnk, Ealst, St. Louis, Ill.; and National Bank of Carmi,
Ill. I'll(. funds in these (Iel)ositaries were l)rotected by good and
suflii(ent 1 personall andI surety l)onds.

1,(1gsgElglisli wvas at St(;'kliol(I'r ill the Centralia Bank before
comingr to AWralsllilngton to accept. emlT)loyment as attorney in the
income tax (deplfstnient, Washington, 1). C. Onl his3 coming to
Washington, heV disposed of 12 shares of stock which he ownedl in
saidl bank. After hiis appointment as Federal judge an(l oin his return
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to Illinois, he purchased on February 3,1919, 12 shares of stock in
this bank, of the par value-of $1,200. The total capital stock (if the
hank at the. time of this purchase wIts $100,000. Later he disposed
of this stock. For a short time, Judge English owne(l 21 shares, of a
totanl of .250 shares, of the First National Bank of (oulterville, Ill.
This stock was (iisposedl of in January, 1925. Judge English carried
a wersonatl account in the Union Trust Co. of E list St. Louis, 111.
(it. p. 255-262.) His balances rarely exce(le(d $1,000, and were
usu8llyInot aboVe $400.

U1n1 Lr the lawir, Federal district judges are authorized to appoint
and remove referees in bankruptcy, to pass upon questions of appeal
fromn the referee to the court, approve final reports, and grant dis-
charges to bankruptts on proper application and showing. The
administration of the bankruptcy law is under the jurisdiction of
the Department of Justice. The Department of Justice maintains
a corps of special examiners who examine nd audit -the accounts of
referees in the several Federal districts of the United States and
report thereon to the United States Attorney General. The records
of the office of Referee Thomap were examined from time to tine
and these examinations show that the office was properly and effi-
ciently Imantaged, that all funds received were carefully handled and
properly distributed, that the bankrupt estates under the jurisdic-
tion of Referee Thomas were handled t a cost below that which
prevails in inost of the districts in the country. There is no evidence
In the record showing collusion between the referee in bankruptcy,
Thoinas, Judge Eunlish, and the depositary banks. The bans
designated as depositaries have the confidence of the communities
where they arc located and are rated as financially sound. They
are operated by the leading citizens of their respective communities.
Many bankrupt asset and nonaet Staets were administerd by

Charles B. Thomas during the tm0 he was- referee Iin the eastern
district of Illinois, and, so far as is disclosed by the reor, no come
plaint was ever made to Gorge W. English with respect to the
alministration, and settlement of th e estates. The record does
show affirmatively that proper distribution w", made of all funds
received by Referee Thomas., The dppooitories paid no interest
on bankrupt. funds. No interest is oprwed on bankrupt fund in
anydistict in the country. The fact a t is an ever changing fNW4and estates aret being liquidated miakets i prcticable for interet
to be charged. I On Novembgr 19, 1924, on order of Hon. Rush L
Holland, sistant Attorney General, an exhaustive nd thorough
audit and analySis of the booke and records in Referee Thomas
office was made by Plato Mountjoy, an examiner for the Department
of Justice. (R. pp. 682-710,) This exAminer's report is full and
complete, and is to the effect that the bankrupt estates have been
honestly prudently, and competently administered by Referee Thomas.
On this he gives the following statement:

CONDUCT AND DISPATCH OF BUSINESS

All work is done that can be done as soon as the papers come in to him, Meet-
ings are held promptly. Adjudications e made apd notices sent out at once.
SoMetimes county trustees delay the work for a while. He has efficient clerks
who send out notices promptly. Trustees' accounts are checked up through

II. Rept. 653, 69-1-3

88



4CONDi)UOT OF JUDGE GEORGE W. ENGLISH

Air. Oscar HIooker, tile chief clerk, who is a pjracitical accoulntant. Dividends
are deClared Pllrolitly an(l finial meetings are always held inl all eases and upon
proper niot ict. (H. 1,. tlS4.)

lie collcludIes his report wit!h this statement:
Juldge Thollias is llniversally allowed to be a man of ability and .since lhe h

beeII referee lie has not pracitic(di a attorney and counslor alt law in bank.
rtil)t(fy 1)roeve(dings. lie iiim lot, purchased dlirectly, or indirectly, anty:property
of anll estate iln bankruptcy, nor wtas lie guilty (of alyl other acts of impropriety or
alin Violation of law ill Connect ion with the disclharge of his official duties; nor
as far ax I kiow, is there Alny eviIecne of colltision among referee, trustees, and
attorneys. He hlas published two panlphlets for attorneys and tustecs in bank.
ruptcy, an(l those pamphlets seem to have real merit. (R. p. 688.)

Iteferee C. B3. Thomas resigned in the early part of 1925. His
successor is Hon. J. G. Burnside, formnter United States flistrict
attorney for eastern district of Illinois, admitted by all to be a man
of ability An(l integrity. Some time in 1922 Hon. Walter C. Lindley
Ws app~ointe(l associate judge of the, United Stfates District Court
for the Eastern JDistrict of Illinois. Judge Lin(dlev has equal control
with Judge English in the management of bankruptcy matters'
Judge lindley is conceded to he an upright, capable judge, :a man;
against whVomn nothingican bhe urged. No doubt Jud e- Lindley hid
full knowledge touching the bankruptcy situation in tT8j5 district and
the fact that no change was ma&de after he became judge or during
the years since h hs been judge is persuasive proof that there was
no misinanageinent-of bankrutcy affairs in the, district and no ti8
conduct on the part of Referee lhomnas.

In connection with the general charge of the corrupt use of bank-
ruptcy funds there is alleged a specification that Judge Enalish and
Juldige Thomas borrowed from Merchants Stato Bank of ientralia
Ill., a su1m) of money in total equal to the surplus, assets, .d capital
of said tank at a low-irte of interest and without security.

In reply to, this allegation. it is declared, first, that any amount un:
der any terms borrowed,by Thonias without the knowledge or soliclix
tation of Judge English constitutes no matter for which he should be
ccalled upon: to answer; second, the evidence specifically shows that
Judge EEnglish borrowed from time to time the sum of $i17,200 from:
this bank. T1he. evidence further' shows that the -officers and stock
holders of this bank had been life-long personal friends and neigh-
borof,Judige English with whom he was accustomed to do businef
and who were competentlto form Q correct judgment as to the moral
and financial risk :involved in any loan made to Judge English.
Ti'e prin(ipal item in thel grandl total of $17,200 is the sum of $12,000,
whicll suM was borrowed for the specific purpose of buying a home
in East St. Louis; that this money was to be so invested was well
known to the officers of the bank and one of them inspected the
house} and lot which Judge English was proposing to buy and r
l)orted favorably upon it fa nh investment. Judge EnglisI offer to
giC aItmortgage on the property but this was declared unnecessary
b)y tile hanik. THowever, Judge Pifnglish's wife signed the note for the
loan tindna policy on the life of Julige English in timle suM of 810,000
Wt83 taken out bry him as adlditional protectionl for the repayment of
thle loan. Furthlermore, upon this loan Judge English paad monthly
interest. at the rate of 5 I)er cent, thus we see that instead of this
Money being loaned without security it was fuUy and completely
secured. First, inl the honor and integrity of Judge English; second,
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in tl( l)roperty itself; and, third, in thle $10,000 life insturanceo)Olicy.
nit, fact that Judge English, When needing a substantial sunm of
nioneNy, was, by reason of his reputable conduct, able to borrow the
sallie from61 those who knew him best and longest should not b0 held
alniflst' himal an(l ma(lo a basis for a charge of misconduct as a judge
Of the F1eder'al (ourt.

ALLEGED IMPROPEUt SOLICITAT'ION OF JUDGE LINDLEY

In thie fifth article of impeachment, Judge English is charged with
having nlatlo improper overtures to Judge( Walter (C. Lindley to
aP)P)(ilit h1is son, George W. EnWfish, jr., to receiverships, etc., upon
thle implied promise of Judge English to appoint a-cousin of Judge
Lindlley to like positions.
A proj)er considerations of thle testimony bearing utpon this sI)ecifica-

tion wholly dispels an(I refutes any such conclusion. The facts are
fully'set forth without dispute in a letter from Judge English to
Ju(lge Lindley, which is printed in the record; the letter speaks for
itself and 1: susceptible of but one reasonable construction and that
is thils: rThat in a conversation with parties who requested the
aj )pointnbeht of George XV. English, jr., as receiver in a case in which
they were interested parties, Judge English made the remark that
he 'ould not ap)point his own son to such position, but that Judge
Liudley might have the authority to do it. It is evident that later
p1oln reflection Judge English realized that he was probably in error

in this statement with respect to the power of Judge Lindley ill the
prenuses, anld thereupon addressed the letter aforesaid in which it is
clearly shown thAt Judge English desired( merdly to call the atten-
tion) of Judge Lindley to the remark of Judge English, and to state
that Upon reflection he did not think that Judge Lindley had such
autholinty. This is all that happened, nobody was appointed, no
dallige S alleged, no complaint was made, and no corrupt or improper
Motive is shown.

Theli charge is made that tbankruptc-y funds were improperly
manmnipulated so that Judge English anl friends, especially his, son,
Farris English, profited thereby. This.charge is made in connection
with thle fact ta the Union Trust Co., an :East St. Louis bank,
thatl had been designated a depository by Judge English in 1918,-
ai(l to Farris English, a son of Judge English, from April, 1924, to
)'e(tinber of that year about $2,700 as interest on bankruptcy fund&.
Whilatever may be said in regard to this matter, the fact remains

that n't only did Judie English not know of -this until after the
empl)loyment of Farris English terminated, but the, fact was 'carefully
concealed :from him during the time it was being paid. Farrns
English, the son, was 25 or 26 years of age and had a wife and family.
Ile had worked some inthe WRiggs National Bank in Washington,
D. C., had taken a special course in ;the University of Illinois to
prel)lre himself for the career of a banker and had been cashier of
tle D)rovers Trust Co., an East St. Louis bank, until lhe had a mis-
understanding with some of the officials.
Being out of employment it was but natural that his father would

be illtereste(l in securing a position for him. The rnatter was sug-
gestvdl i)y Mr. Ackerman, not an official of the Union Trj1st Co.,
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blit aI solicitor of new accOtints and afterwards emp)loyed in the
h)o111(IddplrtJni(nlt of] itU commission basis. Ac(kernan was an old
frien(l of .Ju(ge english and later the matter was talked over and
.Jlulg lEnglish sJ)evifically stated that if Farris went into the hank
he WItedllJhi cslli(Mnle On his own imerits.

r Nris was Ilire(l by the lank officials at a salary of $150 per month,
After about three mnioths his sallarly was raised to $2001per month,
ltlUiS was (lissltisfI, d,0 thinking he was not progressing rapidly

enotlugh, And Walittijf 11iior01 mo1niley, was conlsiderIng a change. The
1)IT11k offivils, to induce,4ti him to st-ay, arranged to pay him 3 per cent
on) the monlyl101)al,Iances on l)anlkruptcy funds in addition to his regu-
Jair salary. This arrangenlenit was e(oficealed from Judge English, as
shown by1 the undlisputed evidence. Neither was it shown by the
evi(lence thalt there was a shiftingY of funds from onfe bank to the other
by the order, Or with. the knowledge, consent., or approval of Judge
English. A (li:tritt judge has nothing to (1o with designating that
fund s g int-0 An V -prticlar depository. He simply designates:the
d(epo itory ta(l tdihe referee alone has the right to(direct the trustee6
to plac the money in a particular depository. If there was a shifting
of funds from one (leposit.0ry to another, certVinlyJudDCEnglish
Wh( did not (dirIect or countenan.Ce¢ it and who was ahsoluty ignorant
of its, being done, should liot be held to Answer an impeachment
charge.
So far as Judge 1Engglish is concerned, it did not constitute corrup-

tion or improper conduct On his part, howe-ver indefensible the prac-
ti(ce may hbe as to those Who indulged in it.

ALOtWING MR. THOMAS TO PRACTICE IN BANKRUIYrCY CASES

Mr. T15homllas; was referee in bankruptcy and the Federal statutes
declahre that no referee in bankruptcy should he allowe(I to practice
as an attorney an(1 counsel at ;law in any bankruptcy proceedings.
The facts With reference to( this case are tis follows:

There was pending in the Federal court a petition in bankruptcy
entitled leieuffnian et al.v HIawkins Mortgage Co. It was an in-t
voluntaryh)ttitio thatthe Hawkins Mortga e Co. should be ad-
judgyedla 1ankruA)t. Wholly anicilliary to this proceeding, a petition
was filed in; the Federal court sitting at Indianapolis, In(1., prayig
for an rder, to prevent waste or disposition of assets by the defendant.
As a matterof law, it isiat best a :clse question whether this proceed.
ing to prevent waste was a bankruptcy proceeding. :If it was not,
this avermeint of judicial misconduct on thle part of Judge English
1i1ecessaril v fails, but at any rate the (court proceedings were wholly
outside, Jhdtre Eigvlish's district in another State'. Judge English
was especially appointed by Judge Alschuler, of Chicago, to sit and
hear anl (letermiine the notion. UPon this petition heard in Indiah-
al)olis, Judge Enlgrlishlipresid(le. Jud oe Thomas appeared as attorney
for one of the l)arties in interest.. The cause was heard, an inter-
locutory (de(ree was entere(l, and because Judgre Thomas was at this
time(1 aI referee in l)ankruptc, in another State Judge English is
charged with havingJ)ermittcd Mr. Thomas to practice in bank-
ruptcy courts in violation of the law.
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THE SKYE CASE

Judge English is further charged with having vacated a sentence of
imprisonment imposed upon one F. J. Skye, and merely for the reason,
as disclosed by the evidence, that Thomas was Skye's attorney and
rCC('IvCe(l a fee of $2,500, an inference of corruption is drawn against
Jitdge English. As disclosed by the testimony, the facts are as
follows: Upon the trial of Skye, a fine of $500 was imposed by Judge
English and a sentence of four months' iail imprisonment. Upon
two former, separate occasions application was made to Judge
English for the remission of the jail sentence, but because of insu-
cioneV Oprof the application was denied.
Upon the incident occasion upon the testimony of two reputable

physicians, who made affidavit that Skye was suffering from peri-
carditis and that a jail sentence wod endanger his life. The
assistant district attorney brought the matter up, read the affidavits
to Judge English and in view of the fact that the fine of $500 had
been paid, Judge English remitted the jail sentence. There is not
one word of testimony that in any way Judge English received any
benefit, financial or otherwise, by reason of his order in this case,
and tile inference that he acted corruptly is wholly without founda-
tion.

FINANCIAL OBLIGATIONS OF JUDGE ENGLISH TO THOMAS

Judge English is charged with having received from Charles B.
Thomas the sum of $1,435, which sum was applied toward the pur-
chase of an automobile by Judge English. The facts is this case as
(lisclOsed by the evidence are that one of the sons of Judge English
traded in an old automobile for a new one, promising to pay $1,435
difference. This amount was advanced by Mr. Thomas. It was
afterwards repaid to Mr. Thomas by Judge English in full.

IN CONCLUSION

We wish to refer to the proposed article five ofbthe impeachment
charges. This purports to be an omnibus charge and includes all of
the charges formerly preferred. The attempt is made by' pleading to
establish "a course of conduct" as the majority term it, showing
tyranny and oppression and habitual official misbehavior.
This charge is wholly unsupported by the testimony. The evidence

of thle clerk of the district court, testifying from the records of the
cotirt, shows that during his service as judge in the eastern district of
Illinois Judge English disposed of more than 3,000 criminal cases
and about 3,500 civil cases. He was beyond question a busy judge.
in addition he was called upon to hold court in other jurisdictions dur-
ing this period, which occupied months of his time. find from this
r(ecrd that in all of this enormous volume of litigation Judge English
btd(l controversies with but two lawy-ers, Thomas M. Webb and Charles
A. Knrch, and we submit that the conduct of these two attorneys was
oiwnp to criticism and was of such a nature as to be-subject of inquiry
from the bench. Instead of establishing a course of tyrannical con-
(luet, we submit that a fair mind can draw from this evidence only the
olsion that English was apt in the discharge of business and had
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fewer difficulties with lawyers thanl the average julge, State or)Fed.
eral,. In this record no laiywer (ther than tiwe twIogmentioned and
one, Ely, a nonresident of thle districtt, have coznzplained of his Con-
duct; anlId yet wse atre asked, in face of this substantive proof establish-
ing at remarkable record of eflicie ncy, to draw the conclusion that
Judge EFnglish wns tyrannical, oppressive, and corrul)t.

Als to I)ankrupt y manatters it is evident from a consideration of the
ma,1ny (luties that Judge English h1a( to perform it was t physi al and
mental iflpossibility Ior him to sup~erintend each bankruptcy case,
nor did the law charge hhim wi-any such duty. But even in bank-
rup)tcy cases, cases 71an(led(l by MNr. Thomas, amountino to some
four or five hundred annually for a period of seven years, there is not
the slightest evidence of any wrongful administration of a single
estate, no personi in interest in any of these hundreds of cases has:
coinplained in: this reco)rd; and the affirmative evidence, of the two
examinOrs Zimmerman and Moulntj6y which are set out in this record,
comp)letely exonerate Judgre Thomnas from any charge of wrongful
conduct in connection with the administration of these estates.

Certainly if there had been any wrongful handling of these estates
by any supposed bankruptcy :ring, or otherwise, Judge Walter C.
Lindley, whio was Iappointecd :judge for this district in 1922, with
authority concurrent with Judg English, would have interposed and
would have, been appealed to for relief.

Neither do we find any e i(lnce on this recor(I of any attorney or
litigant outside his district, either in New ork or elsewhere where
Judge English held court, complaining of his conduct as a jud e
We wilE not discuss the law applicable to -this case at any fength,

because upon the facts the impeachment can not be sustained and
for the further reason that the law applicable to impeachment is well
known andl well settled and accessible in the third volume of Hind's
Precedents.
We (1o, however, wish the House to consider the well-established

principle that every defendlant has thrown around him the presumn-
tion of innocence until his guilt is established beyond a reasonable
doubt. And;further, that if fromfagiven state of facts there may be
drawn two inferences, the one favorable and the other unfavorable,
it is the duty of him who sits in judgment to adopt that inference,
favorable to the accused.

AN)DREEW J. HICKEY.
W. B. BOWLING.
ZEBULON WEAVER.
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MINORITY VIEWS OF MR. RICHARD YATES

'T'o my great regret I find myself unable to agree with my colleagues
UIo conlstitute the majority of the Committfe on the Judiciary in
the (casf of George XV. English, judge of the United States Court for
the Ea5tlst(rn District o' Illiniois. ItIt sought to impeach this officer of
highll crimes and misdemeanors. It is well settled, as all must con-
ced(, that an official can not be impeached on general principles, or
sillldy because it is charged he is unfit, or because of the accumulation
of Rets of misconduct, which do not themselves, individually and
s(eprately, constitute high crimes or misdemeanors. I have studied
this record thoroughly, have read and reread every word of the testi-
monyrand of the Triefs, and have listened attentively to the argu-
m(Ints of counsel and tie opinions presented by the members of the
eomlmittee. Upon the whole record I can not satisfy myself that
this jludnge habeen proven guilty of such acts as would justify the
fholuse (? Representatives, in preparing articles of impeachment ani
in appointing managers upon the part of the House, to prosecute
tliose articles before and in the Senate. Believing profoundly, as I
do, that this extraordinary proceeding should be invoked only in cases
of extreme gravity, and that it is a proceeding of such supreme
solemnity that it ought not to be begun without proof, before this
Howse, sufficient to command the attention an(l concurrence of the
Senate. I propose to vote "No," anti so can not vote for the majority
committee report.

I s9av this without intending to cast any reflection upon the dis-
tinguislhed and industrious and conscientious subcommittee, and
without any admiration for the mistakes of the judge.

RICHARD YATES.
MAcRci 25, 1926.
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